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"ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE. 
a INCORPORATED A.D. 1720. 
; FOR SEA, FIRE, LIFE AND ANNUITIES. 
CHIEF OFFICE: ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON. 
Foxps, £4,000,000. Crams Parp, £87,000,000. 


FIRE. 
7 INSURANCES ARE GRANTED AGAINST LOSS OR DAMAGE BY FIRE on 

PROPERTY of almost every description, at Moderate Rates. 

LIFE. 

DEATH DUTY POLICIES--Payment Direct to Revenue Authorities before grant 
of Probate. 

BONUS 1895—To secure Maximum Profits, Policies should be effected 
belo sist DECEMBER, 


het for Full Prospectus to 6 
HEARTS OF OAK BENEFIT SOCIETY, 
17, CHARLOTTE STREET, FITZROY SQUARE, W. 
Established 1842. 








Income for 1894 - «- £432,000 
Accumulated Funds aioe ot hee nal .-- £1,508,000 
Amount paid for Claims since establishment ... about £3,640,000 
THE SOCIETY IS PREPARED TO INVEST ON THE SECURITY OF 
MORTGAGE OF FREEHOLD PROPERTIES, AND IN MUNICIPAL AND 
OTHER LOANS, ALISO IN THE PURCHASE OF FREEHOLD GROUND- 


RENTS. 
Particulars to be eentto | THOS. W. GALLOWAY, Secretary. 


IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS. 


In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
, L088 OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, settled by Couneel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE ; STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
SHIPPING PROPERTY. 


IMPORTANT TO INVESTORS THEREIN. 
C. W. KELLOCK & CO. 


(C. W. Kerioce, W. W. Kettocx, Nevsow Camenon), 
Established over Half a ra 
WATER STREET, LIVERPOOL. 
VALUERS of all classes of SHIPPING PROPERTY. Veiestigns mole for Probate, 
Average, Admiralty, &c. Brokers for the Sale and of Shipping 
anat an Auetion). 
: ODICAL SALES BY AUCTION IN OWN SALEROOM. 
LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
‘SOCIETY. 
ESTABLISHED OVER HALF A CENTURY. 


10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 
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INCOME, £334,000. 


TOTAL ASSETS, £2,881,000. 
_ The Yearly New Business exceeds ONE MILLION. 
Assurances in force, TEN MILLIONS. 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Lorp Hatssvury was not able to be t in Court of Appeal 
No. 2 on all the early days of this cok tod during his absence 
Lord Justice Layptzy and Lord Justice A. L. Surra varied their 

und: ing the of and Queen’s 








Dunne THE covnss of two weeks ox 
23rd inst., Mr. Justioe Kzxewron is 
clusively, his motions heard by Mr. Justice Strauiwe on 


Thursday, the 14th, and Thursday, th 2ist inst. Mr. Justice 
Srieiine will hear witness a lusively from Tuesda: 
26th inst., until Thursday, - 














324 sb THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 


March 16, 1895. 








of the various authorities to whom matters arising under the 
Act Sn a ~ a pene to be —- and section 184 
provides regulations as to procedure fore the tribunal, 
including the time and notice of appeal, and as to fees, may be 
made by the tribunal, subject to the approval of the Lord 
di Mg Regulations under this section have now been 


issued, and we print them elsewhere. The time for appealin g 
is limited to fourteen days after notice of fie decision, certificate, 


ri 
at. “The appe y 
Act under which it is nt and is to be accompanied by copies 
of the original application and of the decision, certificate, &c., 
es seen, with copies in duplicate on tracing linen of 
plans or drawings relating thereto. There is also to be a 
short statement of facts, setting out the grounds of 7s The 
hearing of ap is to be open to the public, and the London 
County Council and the parties interested may appear either in 
on or by counsel, solicitor, or agent. The procedure is to 
) similar to that adopted on the trial of actions before the 
High Court. 














_ Tue veats of Mr. Frxzason, the chief law reporter of the Zimes 
in the Queen’s Bench Division, is a source of sincere regret. 
Everyone is sorry to lose such a pleasant personality, and not a 
few deplore his death before he had completed the Remi- 
niscences which he intended to publish, and which would with- 
out doubt have greatly diverted the profession. As a man Mr. 
Fin.ason was universally popular; genial, kindly, and full 
of anecdote. As a law reporter he had many merits, but 
also, it must be said, some eccentricities. He was singu- 
larly repid in the production of his reports, and, we should 
imagine, seldom read over his manuscript before sending it 
in; the result being frequent repetition, diffuseness, and want 
of polish. The statement of facts prefixed to the reports 
sometimes took the form of a story told by a practised raconteur, 
and the introductory observations intended to call attention 
to the case were often highly original. Solicitors were always 
described as ‘‘ attorneys,” Mr. Frxiason apparently having a 
rooted animosity to their new style. At the same time, it 
must be acknowledged that, considering the circumstances 
under which the reports were written, they were remark- 
ably accurate; and in a great case exciti public interest, so 
that there was no need to hold out cay bak to attract the 
reader, it would be difficult to find more excellent reports than 
those Mr. Fiviason supplied. We believe that he reported the 
proceedings in the Zichborne case from day to day from begin- 
ning to end—an undertaking the magnitude of which it is not 
easy to ccnceive. His experience as law r to the Zimes 
was probably unique, extending, as it did, over nearly half a 


century. 





Tue Lanp Transrer Brit was read a second time in the House 
of Lords on Tuesday without the slightest discussion or attempt 
at explanation of its provisions. The Lord Chancellor considered 
it suificient, in the case of a measure which is intended to 
revolutionize the system of land transfer, to deprive solicitors of 
rights secured by Act of Parliament, and to transfer their fees 
to a public office, to make a few cursory remarks explaining 
that the Bill had been more than once before the House, and 
that proceedings in the Standing Committee last year were 
ea ae fo onen pre Pod m a considered whether the 

inance ,» rende: any changes necessary. This 
system reduces the House of Lords to a automatic machine 
for registering the decrees of the Lord Chancellor for the time 
being on any technical legal subject, “‘ Here is a Bill,” says 
personage, in effect, “‘which I explained shortly last 
; I need not trouble you again about such a trifle, let us 
get it read a second time.” And thereupon the dutiful House 
reads it a second time, and, after a few minutes’ sitting, 
the scanty attendance of members flock off to their Various 
avocations. ‘The reference of the Bill to a Standing Committee, 
which, of course, has no power to take evidence, is likely to be 
a similar formality. The Bill, in fact, is to be smuggled 
nays -¥ the House of Lords, and then the lower House will 
be ‘that it has received the sanction of a branch of the 


i 





many eminent lawyers, and will be 


Legislature comprising 
asked to accept it on the strength of this approval. There prob- 
ably never was a Bill the Po of which were more afraid 
of the results of independent investigation. They absolutely 
refuse to submit their proposals to scrutiny by a Select Committee 
or Commission, and rely for the passing of the Bill upon the 
ignorance or apathy of the Legislature. Under these circum- 
stances the duty of the profession is plain, and is well set forth 
in the report of the Herefordshire Law Society, 
which we print elsewhere. ‘‘The profession must not neglect 
its organization or be lulled into any sense of mean, tee respect 
to this Bil]. If it becomes law it will impose on the landowners 
of the country a very heavy tax for the sole benefit of a number 
of officials who are untiring in the promotion of a measure 
fraught with such promise of a harvest to them.” The object 
and results of the Bill must be brought home to members of the 


House of Commons, and there should be no delay in — 
Co 


measures for this purpose. Solicitors are looking to the 
of the Tacnspaestill Law Society to make the necessary prepara- 
tions. 





Tue Hovsz or Commons Select Committee on the adminis- 
tration of trusts sat on Friday, the 8th inst., and Monday, the 
11th inst., and received evidence from Lord Hatssury, Lord 
Justice Linpitey, Mr. Watrers, and Mr. Jonn Hunter. The 
effect of what these witnesses said may be shortly summarized 
as follows. In Lord Hatssury’s opinion the defalcations on 
the part of trustees are very considerable. It is difficult to 
obtain suitable trustees on account of the severity of the law, 
and he would relax tho rules of law, though he would hesitate 
to do this unless some greater security were provided for the 
safety of trust funds. He favours the tion that the 
public trustee should be simply a depositary of the trust funds, 
the administration of the estate being left entirely to a joint 
private trustee ; though if the private trustee had the manage- 
ment of the income he alone would be responsible for it. Lord 
Justice LiypiEy sees clearly that the public trustee could onl 
act upon evidence, and this means money, and money whic 
can only come out of the trust estate. The expense and delay, 
he said, would create a situation which in some cases wo 
become intolerable. At any rate, he would make the public 
trustee an official of the Chancery Division, and not erect 
him into a Government department. Adopting a maxim of 
Sziwyy, L.J., that the use of trustees was to commit judicious 
breaches of trust, he urged that some such discretionary power 
over trusts should be vested in the judges of the Chancery 
Division. Mr. Watrers, with more actual experience of 
trust matters probably than either of the two preceding 
witnesses, doubted whether losses due to the fraud of trustees, 
though large when looked at absolutely, could be regarded as 
large relatively to the whole amount of trust property. The 
yearly loss was small, though in the course of ten years it might 
sum up to a considerable total. He advocated easier access to 
the judicial mind, so that trustees could obtain the opinion of 
the court at a less expense than that which is still incident toa 
summons, and also a relaxation of the law. Mr. Huntzr, who 
stated that in his experience defalcations by trustees were rare, 
suggested that safety could be secured by an enactment that 
there should always be two trustees, and he would relax the 
responsibility of trustees on the lines of the Settled Land Acts, 
by giving greater power over the trust estate to the tenant for 
life. In practice he found no difficulty in obtaining friends or 
relations of the parties to act as trustees. The evidence so far 
emphasizes the inconvenience and expense which would be 
incident to the administration of trusts by a public department. 
It also suggests that some may come out of the present 


inquiry in the relaxation of rules of law which now press 80 
tween 


hardly on trustees, and in the readier communication 
trustees and the judges of the Chancery Division. 


— 





Morteaczs oF agricultural land, once so popular a form of 
investment by trustees, have now fallen into low esteem ; an 
each year, for some time — the amount of money invested in 
this class of security has been args § iminishi 
amongst others, for the present high price of “ 
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securities. It is therefore to be regretted that recent legislation 
has tended to further injure this form of security by limiting or 
interfering with the rights that the mortgagee former! 
sessed, where the land is in the possession or occupation of 
mortgagor. The Bills of Sale Acts have very seriously affected 
the rights of mortgagees by depriving them of the ben: {fits of 
attornments and express powers of distress, benefits which were 
usually reserved where the mortgagor was in possession of the 
land. And a still further injury appears to have been inflicted 














on mortgagees by the Tenants’ Compensation Act, 1890. This 
‘hot (53 & 34 Viet. ¢. 51) provides bP ESBE-TTIMET Where a 
person oceupies land under a contract of with the mort- 
gagor which is not binding on the m » the occupier 
shall, as against the mortgagee who es possession, be 
entitled to any compensation which would, but for the mort- 
yapee’s tal ing DOSSeCLS100 De Cue 0 ‘ UDCCUPDILE: from the 
mortgagor as respects crops, improvements, tillages, or other 
matters connectod with the land, whether der the Agricu 

Holdings Act, 1883, or the custom of the country, or under 
fVTSSIienis sanctioned Dy tne -menuonea Act ; D his 
right to compensation is, in effect, made a charge u the 
land. Now what appears to us objectionable in the en t, 


which is partially summarized above, is that, as its application 
is not confined to bond fide tenancies at a rack rent, it in effect 
enables a mortgagor who is in difficulties to create a charge 
on the mortgaged land for his own benefit, which will 
rank in priority to the subsisting mortgage. How this 
can be done can perhaps be best explained by an illus- 
tration. Suppose a mortgagor farms his own laad and has 
got into arrears with his interest. The mortgagee, learning 
that the land is an inadequate security, gives the usual six 
months’ notice, and seeing the land retained in an efficient state 
of cultivation, and the crops in fine condition, awaits the issue of 
events in comparative security. Having failed, however, to get 
any payment, he issues his writ for foreclosure, and shortly 
afterwards, having learnt that it is proposed to cut and remove 
all the crops, he demands possession, and makes an application 
for an injunction similar to that granted in Bagnall v. Villor (28 
W. R. 242, 12 Ch. D, 812). He is then told that the land is no 
longer in the occupation of the mortgagor, but of his tenant A., 
who holds under a yearly tenancy at a nominal rent, for the 
benefit of which he has paid the mortgagor a substantial sum. 
The mortgagee therefore finds that the crops on the estate, on 
which he was relying, are practically no longer available, and 
that he will be subject to the payment of compensation to the 
mortgagor’s tenant. The Tenants’ Compensation Act, by the 
2nd sub-section of section 2, gives the mortgagor's tenant 
certain other advantages; but as these are limited to the cases 
of tenancies at rack rents, they are probably, on the whole, for 
the advantage of mortgagees, as there can be no doubt that it 
is better for mortgagees that agricultural tenants should have 
every encouragement to farm the lands subject to mortgages as 
well as possible. We think, however, that the lst part of the 
2nd section calls for some modification. 





Tue LATEsT decision on the allowance of three counsel as 
between party and party (Glamorgan County Council v. Great 
Western- Railway Co., 1895, 1 Q. B. 21) should be noticed for 
the gloss which Mr. Justice Cotziys put upen the dictum of 
Lord Justice (then Mr. Justice) Fry in Kirkwood v. Webster (26 
W. R. 812, 9 Ch. D. 239). That dictum was, as will be remem- 
bered, that ‘it was essentially necessary [in that case] for the 
purpose of doing justice that three counsel should be employed. 
I do not speak of a physical or a mathematical necessity, but I 
think that the case was one in which a reasonable and prudent 
man, acting with ordinary prudence, would not have ventured 
to come into court without three counsel.” According to Mr. 
Justice Coxtins’ interpretation, in considering how @ reason- 
able and prudent man would act, the taxing officer must 
eliminate the chance whether all three counsel,. if three are 
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the court has upheld the taxing masters ia nebes 
three counsel. importan' complica 
tions of law ond hat were involved in 

heard by the Railway and Canal Commissione days 
_in April last year, and, according to counsel, £60,000 was in- 


‘volved in the decision; but this was not held sufficient to justify 
a third counsel. A perusal of the very num 8 eases on the 
allowance of three coubsel leads to the opinion that the safe 


onclusion to come to is that, as betweon party and party at Gn) 
‘ Tw 


rate, three counsel will only be allowed either by taxin, 

Or by the court im very exceptional cases; that their Allowa 
is in the discretion of the taxing officer; and that the court will 
interfere with such diecretion only in very cases. 





‘‘Ty your last issue,” writes a commenters, 
the probable indebtedness of the Rule Committee to the editors 
of the Annual Practice when the former assumed, for the pempeee 


= 
328 


of prescribing some additions to 

affixed to the items in that appendix as printed in 

Book were of statutory authority. It is only fair to point out 
that the editors of the Annual Practice were not the fire 

ceive the desirability of numbering the items in A 

As far back as 1884 Mr, C. W. Scorr, the editor of Pridmore’ 
Guide to the Preparation of Bills of Costs, adopted in | 
seventh edition of that book the plan of di ishi 
allowances in Appendix N by consecutive me 
indeed, we may go back further still, for the idea seems to have 
originated with Mr. Pripmorz when he first published his book 
on costs in 1879. The only im which attaches to this 
unauthorized improvement of the statutory — lies in the 
not unreasonable hope that the convenient method of numberi 
the items in Appentes N, which the Rule Committee evid 
thought they had already adopted, may really be adopted by 
them when the rules come to be re-issued.” 





THE QvEsTION raised by the recent case of the 


ton 
Manchester v. McAdam, whether a municipal cor 
as library authority, in virtue of its being urban aubory: 
under the Public Libraries Act, 1892, is li to be ra’ 


respect of public ieee libraries vested in it, is one of consider- 
able nicety. 


Notwithstanding the facts that any a 
distinguish between such a corporation gua corporation 
library authority is contrary to the decision of the 
Exchequer in Andrew v. The Mayor of Ryde (L. R, 9 
and that the precise point at issue in the 
decided (in the sense adopted by the majority of 
Appeal) by Wricut, J., and Corzins, J., in 
Mayor of Bristol (61 L. J. Q. B. 715), and by the 
Session of Scotland in Sulley v. The Royal College of Surgeons (19 
Ot. of Sess., 4th series, 751), we should not be ourpeieed 
Esuer’s view, that these cases were wrongly 

In event, if there isa 
lagielans ought to take 


the sanction of the House of Lords. 
an early opportunity of providing for it. 


i 
Sats 


casus omissus in the Act of 1842, the 








SERVICE OF AMENDED WRIT. 
Ir seems almost incredible that any doubt should exist in these 
days as to - mode of ap af 
summons. yet it seems : 
a after amendment is or is not a 










? 





employed, will or will not attend during the whole of the hear- | docum service is not requisite’ 
ing, and must deal with the case on the supposition that all| within the m , and that where 
three are able to attend throughout. Beyond this useful com- | defendant has fai to appear the amended writ may be 

ment on an old decision, the case we are referring to does little | upon him by being filed in default against him pursuant to that 





more than add another to the long list.of decided cases in which | rule ? 
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There are two cases which bear upon this point, and they are 
in conflict with one another. In Tie Cassiopeia (27 W. R. 703, 
4 P. D. 188) Lord Justice James said, ‘I may state my strong 
opinion that an amended writ must be served in the same 
manner as if it had been an original writ.’”’ That was only a 
dictum, it is true, but it was an important one. The other case 
is that of Re Hartley (39 W. R. 601; 1891, 2 Oh. 121). The 
head-note td case in the Law Reports is not strictly borne 
out by the decision itself. It says, ‘‘An amonded writ may be 
delivered to a defendant who has made default in appearance by 

ing it at the Central Office, personal service being unnecessary.” 
Mr. Justice Nortn, however, did not go so far as that. Ord. 
19, r. 10, provides that pleadings or other documents required to 
be ‘delivered ” between parties may in case of non-appearance 
be delivered by filing in default, and ord. 28, r. 10, provides 
that ‘‘ whenever any indorsement or pleading is amended such 
amended document shall be delivered to the opposite party,” &c. 
Reading these two provisions together, and not being called 
upon to consider anything beyond them, the learned judge held 
that a writ of summons the indorsemest of which had been 
amended was duly served on the defendant in default of 
appearance by being filed in default against him. 

But though the head-note we have quoted does, in strictness, 
g0 beyond the decision, it does, in fact, state the effect of that 

ecision accurately. A writ of summons, the indorsement 
of which has been amended, is in every case except one an 
amended writ. The one exception is that of a writ specially 
indorsed, in which case the special indorsement is ‘‘ deemed to 
be the statement of claim” (ord. 20,r.1(a)). In Re Hartley 
this point did not arise, the writ not being specially indorsed, 
therefore for practical purposes that case did decide that an 
amended writ was well served in case of non-appearance by 
being filed against the defendant in default. 1: is, however, 
due to the learned judge to point out that the accuracy of the 
head-note in question can only be supported by a process of 
reasoning from the words of the judgment. ‘The only amend- 
ment in the writ in question was in the indorsement, and though 
the indorsement is in all cases an integral part of the writ, with 
the possible exception of a special iudorsemest, the learned 
judge did not actually say that a writ which had been amended 
in any other part—as, for example, the names of the parties— 
could be served by filing it against a defendant in default. He 
dealt separately with the indorsement because ord. 28, r. 10, 
specially provides that when any ‘“‘indorsement” has been 
amended the ‘‘amended document shall be delivered,” &c. 
Had the writ been amended in any other part he might have 
decided differently. However, the practical effect of the 
decision is, as we have said, that an amended writ may be 
served on a defendant who has failed to appear by filing it in 
default against him. 

When we come to apply this decision in practice we find that 
there are overwhelming difficulties of a practical nature which 
make it impossible to apply it. In the Queen’s Bench Division, 
for example, a plaintiff brings an action to recover a debt, let us 
say, of £50. e serves the writ, and the defendant, seeing the 
indorsement, decides to allow judgment to go by default, which 
is his wisest course if he has no defence and cannot pay. 
Instead of entering judgment, however, the plaintiff issues a 
summons to amend his writ, which summons be files in default 
of a t the defendant, as he is entitled to do 
under a on F Te amends his writ by increasing his claim 
to £100. Supposing Re Hartley to be a binding authority, he 
serves the defendant with the amended writ by filing it in 
default against him at the Contral Office. He then applies to 
enter judgment in default of appearance for £100. According 
to Re Hartley he is entitled to such judgment, and, indeed, 
there is no authority to refuse his application in face of that 
case, and such judgments have, we believe, been signed. 
But the injustice of entering judgment in default against a 
defendant on a claim which has been increased without his 
having the slightest intimation of the alteration, and without 
service of the writ upon him, was too glaring on the face of it to 
a of Re Hartley being accepted permanently as an authority 

the Queen’s Bench Division, where it is now, we believe, 
disregarded. We are informed, moreover, that in a recent case 





before Mr. Justice Onrrry, in chambers, similar in some 
i 





| respects to the hypothetical case which we have above stated, he 





found himself unable to follow Re Hartley. Under these 
circumstances we_may consider. rithstanding that cas : 
amended writ of su be sonaliy se 























Pn 


Wilt. 


“There is no doubt that it is the rules themselves which are to 
blame. Take, for instance, ord. 67, r. 4, which provides as 
follows: ‘‘ Where no appearance has been entered for a party 
. « . all eyrits, notices, pleadings, orders, summonses, 
warrants, eal tear documents of which personal service is not 
requisite may be served by filing them with the proper officer.” 
Why writs? W. writ is there which does not require 
personal service ? We Know of none. In ordinary practice the 
only ‘writs which are served on a party are writs of summons 
and writs of subpmxa, both of which require psrsonal service. 
It would be well if the word “ writs” were struck out of this 
rule, for it is misleading. 

Then, again, ord. 28, r. 10, as interpreted by Re Hartley, isa 
dangerous rule, ‘‘ Whenever any indorsement or pleading is 
amended, such amended document shall be delivered to the 
opposite party within the time allowed for amending the same.” 
By introducing into this rale the word ‘‘indorsement’”’ it has 
been made to apply to a writ of summons. There is no harm in 
this so long as the delivery provided for applies only between 
parties represented by solicitors. But where a defendant is in 
default, this rule, read with ord. 19, r. 10, does imply, as was 
held in te Hartley, that a writ of summons the indorsement of 
which has been amended can be “delivered” to the defendant 
by filing in default. As the rules are in course of revision, it 
would be well to make it clear that an amended writ must be 
served personally on a defendant who has failed to appear to 
the original writ. 














DO COVENANTS TO SETTLE PROPERTY EMBRACE 
SAVINGS ? 
I. 


A covenant to settle after-acquired property which required 
the covenantor to settle yearly produce aud earnings would 
deprive him of his means of subsistence, and the court might 
not compel performance of a contract which could not have any 
other meaning (see Le Zurcan, 40 Ch. D. 5, 9); but Lord 
Epon, when asked to enforce a bond made by a husband on 
marriage in terms sufficiently wide to embrace yearly produce 
and earnings, elicited from the purpose disclosed by the instru- 
ment, considered as a whole, a restriction on those general 
terms, and held “annual produce—as, for instance, dividends of 
stock—not to be property within the scope of the bond, except 
to the extent in which the husband himself might think proper 
to lay up that produce as capital” (Lewis v. Madocks, 8 Ves. 150, 
17 Ves. 48, 55). Neither Lord Expon’s general rule nor his 
exception from it appear to have provoked criticism (1895, 1 Ch. 
114), and, for the purposes of the case to which he applied 
them, both probably have commanded universal assent. The 
bond before the court in Lewis v. Madocks, however, was of a 
kind now rarely used, and differed materially from an ordinary 
modern covenant to settle after-acquired property—the kind of 
covenant to which recently both the rule and the exception have 
been applied (Ze Bendy, 1895, 1 Ch. 109, 114). To such a 
covenant, if so worded as to make an invocation of the rule 
necessary, it doubtless is applicable. Whether the exception 
is also applicable to sucha covenant is a question upon which 
the following observations are hazarded. 

The possibility of the exception being held to be applicable 
to a covenant to settle after-acquired property must, indeed, 
have been contemplated by the writer of a suggestion made in 
a text-book of high authority, that in framing such a covenant 
it might be proper-to except from its scope savings of income 
(3 Dav. Conv., 3rd°ed., p. 201n.), and the case we have to 
consider shews the importance, for the present at least, of 
taking the suggested precaution, though it would be unneces- 
sary if, as Vice-Chancellor Woop sppears to have thought, 
oe owen purchased by a married wo:wan out of the savings of 

er separate estate is not affected by a covenant of that kind 
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(Hughes v. Jones, 32 L. J. Ch. 487, 488, 1 H. & M. 765, 772). 
The Vice-Chancellor’s opinion, however, was not necessary to, 
though he appears to have been ready to rely on it for, his 
decision of the case before him, and it does not appear that the 
question upon which he gave that opinion had been argued. 

In the recent case above referred to that question was sub- 
mitted to the court for decision. Mr. Justico Kexewicn stated 
‘the principle of Lewis v. Madocks to be this, that, 
although a covenant to settle other or after-acquired property 
. . . must be reasonably construed, and therefore will not 
be held to include such property as cannot be included without 
defeating the paramount object of the settlement—such as 
income nant Tor naasened or other expenses, or, as in this 
case, money which was obviously intended to be retained or 
expended at pleasure—yet, if it is so invested as to indicate a 
permanent intention on the part of the owner to convert it into 











| capital—that is to say, to change it from property which is 


income into property which yields income—then it may reason- 
ably and properly be held to be subject to the covenant, pro- 
vided, of course, that the words of the covenant are suffi- 
ciently large to cover it” (1395, 1 Ch. 114). Im this passage 
the learned judge appears to expand justly Lord Expon’s rule 
and exception, and by the final proviso to guard against the 
misapplication of the latter. It is rather the learned judge’s 
own application of the law than his statement of it that we 
venture to criticize. 

Mr. Justice Kexewicn stated the rule and the exception as 
applicable to covenants to settle other or after-acquired property, 
“a vague phrase,” as he himself called it. Yet, with the 
insertion of the words “bonds or” before “covenants” it 
certainly describes both the *bond in Lewis v. Madocks and the 
covenant in Re Bendy. Before, however, an interpretation of 
the bond in the former case can be applied to the covenant in 
the latter, the two obligations need to be compared, both gene 
rally and in their details. 

In Lewis vy. Madocks a husband on his marriage had become 
bound to assure all such ‘‘ personal estate” as ‘he should at 
any time during ” the marriage ‘‘ be possessed of” “ for the use 
of himself and his wife and the survivor of them.” Lord 
Expon, finding that the husband had died seised of land which 
he had purchased and partly paid for, effected the object of the 
covenant by affirming the widow’s title to that per nna, 
as personal property of which her husband had, during the 
coverture, been possessed, As the widow’s counsel argued : 
“‘The manner of procuring the money, whether the fruit of his 
own industry or devolving on him from others, could not raise 
a distinction” (17 Ves. 55), nor could the circumstance of a 
mass of it being constituted of small accretions. Accordingly, 
the Lord Chancellor thought the purchase-money “must be 
considered as personal estate; capital, even if composed of 
savings.” It does not appear that the husband had, and the 
reports of the case suggest that he had not, any other personal 
property than the purchase-money in question, and it was in 
order that the bond might rather give effect to than fail of its 
maker’s intent that Lord Exnon both excepted income generally 
from, and included savings in, its scope. 

Whether the money in controversy before Lord Expon was in 
fact composed of savings does not appear, but, if it was, the 
savings were not made from yearly produce of settled property. 
It is unlikely that they were derived from the yearly produce of 
capital to any considerable extent. They must have been 
derived chiefly from earnings or profits acquired by the husband. 
The difference, though probably unimportant with reference to 
the meaning of such a bond as that in Lewis v. Madocks, becomes 
important in considering whether Lord Expon’s decision in that 
a is applicable to such a covenant as was interpreted in Re 

endy. 

The next point obvious on a comparison of Mr. Justice Kexe- 
wicn’s judgment with that of Lord Expow is that, while the 
necessity under which Lord Expon felt himself was that of 
giving such effect as could be given to the intent of the maker 
of the bond, the necessity pressing on Mr. Justice Kexewicu 
was the supposed identity of meaning of some among many 
words in the covenant before him with that of the same words— 
possessed of property ’’ standing nearly alone in the bond in 
Lewis v. Madocks. The learned judge did not shew that his 


decision gave effect to the covenantors’ intent, as that intent 
might be inferred from a consideration of the deed in its en- 
tirety, but only as it must be inferred from the use of the words 
“ possessed of property ” if they bore the same meaning in the 
covenant then before the court as they did in the bond before 
Lord Expvon. 

And here the passage already quoted from Sir W. P. Woop 
must be called to mind, as it shewe that in the opinion of a very 
eminent judge, expressed after having had his atteation drawn 
during tho hearing of a cause to a covenant of the description of 
| that before the court in Re Bendy, that covenant did not 
' to savings by a wife from the yearly produee of property by the 
same deed specifically settled. It was, indeed, as necessary in 
Re Bendy as in Lewis v. Madocks to except income from the scope 
of the obligation, or a “ paramount object of the settlement ” 
would have been defeated, but it was not for the like reason 
necessary to include “ savings,” and we hope to shew next week 
that ‘‘the words of the covenant” were not “ sufficiently large 
to cover” them. 


LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS, 


Law or Larceny.—The Lord Chancellor has re-introduced the 
Larceny Act Amendment Bill of last year. The object of the Bill is 
to remove the anomaly that the receiving of fo 2 property is no 
oneng, wasn Ww} pro 

rovides that, if any person receives any property, wing it to have 
toe stolen, embezzled, &c., outside the United Kingdom, under sueh 
circumstances that if the act had been committed within the Urited 
Kingdom the person committing it would have been guilty of an 
extradition crime, the person so pager eas property shall be gui 
of a misdemeanour, punishable on indictment with penal servitude 
for any term from three to seven years, or for imprisonment for a 
term not exceeding two years. The Bill has been read a second time 
in the House of Lords. 

Pzrsury.—The Lord Chancellor has also re-introduced the Perjury 
Bill of last year. The object of the Bill, as stated in the memo- 
randum prefixed to it, is to consolidate and simplify the enactments 
relating to perjury aud false statements, and to express the law in 
such a form as will remove the necessity for a legislation 
in the future. The Bill, it is further stated, supersede and 
repeal provisions contained in more than 150 different Acts. The first 
four clauses define respectively the offence of perjury, of making a 
false statement on oath ard not on oath, and of using a false state- 
ment. Clause 8 provides that a person charged with an offence 
under the Act, aud the Aw Ad pegrimne Font por mr be, of the 
person so charged, s & com ; but a person 
charged is not to bo called as a witness without his consent, nor a 
wife or husband without the consent of the person charged. Clause 
11 excludes the offences of perjury and of ss a false statement 
from the jurisdiction of quarter sessions. The Bill which contains 
only nineteen clauses, has @ schedule of enactments repealed extend- 
ing over fourteen pages. The Bill has been read a second time in the 
House of Lords. 

Law or Evrpence.—A Bill to amend the Law of Evidence in 
Criminal Cases has been introduced by Lord Hatspury and read a 
first tinxe in the House of Lords. The Bar os ipal clause (clause 1 
a. with a 8 of the i uate ce pees ee 

in general terms, so as to apply to persons 

jo offence. In addition to the isions mentioned above, it 

ides that a person charged, is a witness, may not refuse 
answer a question on the ground that it would tend to crimi 
and it places a restriction on examination with respect 
offences than that in question, or with pg ak By 
tain cases, including offences under the i 
Act, 1885, = wife or pre may be called as a witness 
consent of the person 
Criminal Evidence Act, 1895, and the Act is 

LancaAsuire Srrrines.—A Bill to 
Sittings of the High Court in Lancashire has been 
Nasilp tor’ the’ tonaaiion: of Gan iaetin anate, amma 

ovides for the formation wo ove for, 

Sher for Manchester. Clause mae that a rota of jadges of 
High Court shall be formed for a 

selected from the rota shall hold 
tricts throughout the year, save in vacation. Clause 5 defines the 
jurisdiction of the judge, and gives him power to hear appeals from 
the district registrars within removes civil 
business i 


if 
une 
mettle 
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perty has been stolen outside this country. It . 
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REVIEWS. 
THE LAW LIST. 


Tne Law List, 1895. ComprisiInG THE JUDGES AND OFFICERS OF 
THE DIFFERENT CourRTS OF JUSTICE ; COUNSEL, SPECIAL PLEADERS, 
COoNVEYANCERS, Souicirors, Procrors, NoTaRIEs, &¢., IN ENGLAND 
AND WALES; THE CrrcuiTs, JuDGES, TREASURERS, REGISTRARS, 
AND Hicu BAItirrs of THE CounTY CoURTS ; METROPOLITAN AND 
STIPENDIARY MAGISTRATES, OFFICIAL RECEIVERS UNDER THE 
Bankruptcy Act, CHARTERED ACCOUNTANTS IN ENGLAND AND 
WALEs, &c., &c. Compiled, so far as to relate to Special Pleaders, 
Conveyancers, Solicitors, Proctors, and Notaries, by J. 8S. PurcEL1, 
C.B., Controller of Stamps and Registrar of Joint-Stock Com- 


ies. Published by the Authority of the Commissioners of the 


and Revenue. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


We have to announce the issue of this long-established publication, 
which certainly, as regards type, paper, and general get-up, leaves 
nothing to be desired. The information seems to be well kept up to 
date, and is, as usual, very complete. We should have been glad to 
see the accountants excluded from what ought to be a list confined to 
members of the legal profession. 


BOOKS RECEIVED. 


The Law of Torts. A Treatise on the Principle of Obligations 
arising from Civil Wrongs in the Common Law; to which is added 
the Draft of a Code of Civil Wrongs prepared for the Government of 
India. By Sir Freperick Poxtiock, Bart., Barrister-at-Law. 
Fourth Edition. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


The Law of Parochial Charities, shewing the Effect of the Local 
Government Act, 1894, on Charities, &c., with a Chapter on the 
Schemes of the Charity Commissioners. By J. THzoporE Dopp, 
M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Shaw & Sons, 


The Public Health and Local Government Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vict. 
c. 55), and the Statutes incorporated therewith, including the In- 
fectious Diseases Act, 1889 and 1895, and the Public Health Amend- 
ment Acts, 1890 and 1892, and the Law as to District Councils and 
Election of Councillors as Amended by the Municipal Elections Act, 
1884, and the Local Government Act, 1894; with Short Explanatory 
Notes. By J. V. VESEY FiTzGERALD, Esq., B.A., Barrister-at-Law. 
Seventh ition, Revised, Enlarged, and Corrected up to Date. 
Waterlow Brothers & Layton (Limited). 





NEW ORDERS, &c. 
THE LONDON BUILDING ACT, 1894. 
57 & 58 Vict., Chap, CCXIII., Sec. 184. 
THE TRIBUNAL OF, APPEAL. 


tions as to the procedure to be followed in cases of Appeal, 
and the Fees to be paid. Made by the Tribunal and approved by the 
Lord Chancellor in accordance with Sec. 184. 

1, Generally.] All communications shall be written, type-written, 
or printed on foolscap paper. 

ll drawings shall be on tracing linen and in duplicate. 

Any further drawings or copies of drawings shall (if so required by 
the Tribunal) be supplied by the Appellant. 

2. Time and place for lodging Appeals.) Appeals shall be addressed 
to the Tribunal of Appeal and shall be lodged and the fee thereon 
shall be _ at the office of the Tribunal, No. 13a, Great George- 
street, Westminster, 8.W., by hand, within the period (if any) pre- 
scribed by the Act; and where no period is so prescribed, within 
fourteen a after — of the roe ae determination, certificate, 

uirement, or regulation appea against has been given to or 
cael on the Aapdliens. “a oi sf 

3. Documents to be lodged with Appeal.] The Appeal, which shall 
specify the section and sub-section under which it is made, shall be 
accompanied by copies of the original application and of the decision, 
determination, certificate, requirement, or regulation appealed against, 
with copies in duplicate on tracing linen of all plans or drawings 
relating thereto. These documents shall be supplemented by a short 
statement of the facts, setting out the grounds of the Appeal, to- 
gether with a list of the names and addresses of all parties to whom 
notices under the original application and of this Appeal have been 


mn. 

4. Notices to be given by the Appellant.] The Appellant shall also 
within the time limited for lodging the Appeal give notice of such 
Appeal to the London County Council, and in cases where the original 

icant is not the Appellant, to such applicant ; and in case of an 
peal under any of the following sections also to the persons men- 
tioned opposite such section. 


Notices to be given other than to the Council and original Applicant. ] 





Section. With Reference to | Persons to whom Notice to be given. 








5(8) |The Superintending Archi- | The Superintending Architect. 

tect’s determination as to | The District Surveyor. 

the level of the ground. 

13 (3) | The Council’s determination | The Local Authority. 
that the prescribed distance | 
shall be greater than 20 feet | 
from the centre of the road- | 
way. 

The Council’s consent to the | The Local Authority. 
erection, &c., of any build- |The Owners and Occupiers of 
ing, &z., at @ distance less; the nearest building on each 
than the prescribed distance | side of the proposed building. 

| from the centre of the road- | 


13 (4) 





| way. 
19 The " aelanl or conditional | The Local Authority. 
grant of Council’s sanction | 
under Part II. to Streets. | 
19 The refusal by a District Sur- | The District Surveyor. 
veyor of his Certificate to | The Local Authority. 
plans of a building or struc- | 
ture to be altered or re- | 
erected under Section 13. | 
25 The Certificate of Superin- | The Superintending Architect. 
tending Architect as to|The Local Authority and all 
general line of buildings. other persons entitled under 
Sec. 24 to notice of the 
| Superintending Architect’s 
Certificate. 
29 The Certificate of the Superin-| The Superintending Architect. 
tending Architect determin- |The Local Authority and all 


ing in what street or streets 
a building or structure is 
situate. 


other persons entitled to 
notice of the Superintending 
Architect’s Certificate. 





43 (i) | The refusal of a District Sur- 
&(iii)) veyor to certify plans. 
44 The Council’s determination | The Local Authority. 
in cases where a person 
desires to re-arrange a 
cleared area. : 
46 The Superintending Archi- | The Superintending Architect. 
tect’s Certificate determin- 
| ing the front and rear of a 
| building. 
48 (2b)| The Council’s refusal to allow | Such Owners or Lessees as the 
& (4) a building to be erected toa| Council may under this sec- 
greater than the prescribed | tion direct. 
height. 
78 The District Surveyor’s re- | The District Surveyor. 
quirement respecting the 
construction of public build- 
ings in case of disagreement. 
79 The District Surveyor’s re- | The District Surveyor. 
quirement respecting the 
conversion of any building 
into a public building in 
case of disagreement. 
122 | The Council’s refusal to per- | The Council’s Engineer. 
| mit, or any of the Council’s | The Local Authority. 
| regulations as to, or the 
decision of their Engineer, 


The District Surveyor. 








or conditions imposed on the 
Council’s grant of a licence 
for the erection of dwelling- 
houses on low-lying land. 
132 The refusal of a District Sur- | The District Surveyor. 
veyor to grant a Certificate 
| as to sky signs. 





5. All documents to remain deposited in the office of the Tribunal.) 
All documents lodged with an Appeal shall remain deposited in the 
Office of the Tribunal as records of the case. 

6. Hearing of Appeals.] After the lodgment of an Appeal the 
earliest convenient appointment shall be arranged for the hearing of 
the Appeal and shall +4 communicated to the parties by letter. The 
Fees in respect of the view (if any), the Hearing and Order shall be 
paid by the Appellant before the hearing. ; 

Appeals shall be heard at such place as the Tribunal may from time 
to time determine. 

7. Procedure at the hearing of Appeals.} The hearing of Appeals 
shall be open to the public. 

The full Tribunal of Three Members shall sit to hear Appeals. 
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The London County Council and the parties interested may appear 
before the Tribunal either in person or by Counsel, Solicitor, or 
Agent, and the procedure at the hearing shall, subject to such varia- 
tions as the Tribunal may think fit, be similar mutatis mutandis to 
that adopted on the trial of actions before the High Court, thus :— 

Preliminary objections, if any, to be heard and disposed of. 

Appellant to state his case and call his witnesses. 

Respondent to state his case and call his witnesses. 

Any other parties interested to be heard. 

Appellant to reply. 

8. Decision of the Tribunal.] The decision of the Tribunal shall 
be embodied in an Order in writing under the seal of the Tribunal. 

9, Order and documents to be filed.) The original Order and all 
documents relating thereto shall be filed and preserved in the office 
of the Tribunal. 

10. Office copies.] Office copies, under the seal of the Tribunal, of 
Orders and other documents shall be upon payment supplied to any 
party to an Appeal and shall be admiseible in evidence for all purposes 
of the Act and Regulations to the same extent as the original would 
be admissible. All copies of Orders or cther documents appearing to 
be sealed with the said seal shall be deemed to be Office copies 
without further proof. . 

11. Documents open to inspection.] The file of documents shall be 
open to inspection by any person at the Office of the Tribunal between 
the hours of 11 and 3. 

12. Fees.}) The fees to be paid to the Tribunal by the Appellants 


and other parties are as follows :— 
* Higher Scale. + Lower Scale. 


es 4, £ 2a. d. 

Lodging Appeal . ° . 2 0 0 100 
View ; ‘ , ‘ ‘ 200 1 0 0 
Hearing . 5 0 0 200 
Order ‘ : , , ° ye 1 0 0 
Stating Special Case : ° ae ee eS 
Inspection of an Order . ; Mee ees Sa, 01 0 
‘s of File of Proceedings . 0 2 6 0 2 6 


Office Copies, 6d. per folio, Plans, &c., according to 
work involved, 
Copies other than office copies, 4d. per folio. Plans, &c., 
according to work involved. 

The preceding Regulations as to procedure and fees to be paid were 
made by the Tribunal of Appeal in accordance with the London 
Building Act, 1894, section 184, This twenty-first day of February, 
1895. 

For and on behalf of the Tribunal, 
ARTHUR CATES, 
Chairman of the Tribunal. 
Approved: HERSCHELL, C. 
March ist, 1895. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 
ORDERS FOR COSTS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 

Sir,—Referring to your remarks in last week’s issue of the Souict- 
TORS’ JOURNAL on the subject of issuing a bankruptcy notice for 
costs without having a final judgment, I got over a similar difficulty, 
but in a different way. Some time ago I had several interlocutory 
orders for costs against ea defendant in an action in the Chancery 
Division for an account, and payment of which I was unable to 
enforce by execution. I consequently took out a summons in the 
action for leave to sign final judgment for the amount of such costs, 
and obtained an order upon which judgment was entered and a 
bankruptcy notice issued. W. WILD, 

31, Lawrence-lane, Cheapside. 





THE COMMITTEE ON THE APPOINTMENT OF A PUBLIC 
TRUSTEE, : 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—In some comments on the evidence of Mr. Walters before the 
Select Committee on the Appointment of a Public Trustee the Daily 
Telegraph makes a curious remark. The writer says Mr. Walters 
thought that power should be given to sanction judicious breaches of 
trust, ‘‘ or, as it was quaintly put, to doa little wrong to make a 
great right.” 

Now it happens, as most educated men know, that an obscure 
writer named Shakespeare made the same ‘‘ quaint” remark some 300 





* The Higher Scale shall apply to cases relating to lines of frontage, laying out of 
spaces about buildings, height of buildings, conversion of 


dings into 
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yearsago. In the trial scene in “‘ The Merchant of Venice’ Antonio’s 
friend Bassanio, while urging the judges to have mercy, says, 
“To doa right, do s little wrong, 

And curb this cruel devil of his will.’’ 


Of course I don’t apply the last line to the Lord —— 








———— 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
Re LENG, TARN v, EMMERSON—No. 2, 1bth March, 
ApMINISTRATION—INsoLVENT EstatE—Costs or ADMINISTRATION AcTion— 
Marrrep Woman—Loan To Huspanp ror Business Purrosrs—Ruies 
in BANKRUPTCY—APPLICATION OF TO ADMINISTRATION—MAREIED WomEn’s 
Prorerty Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vicr. o. 75), 8. 3—Juprcarure Act, 
1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. c. 77), 8. 10. 


Appeal from the Chancellor of the County Palatine of Durham. George 
Leng, the testator in the action, died on the 15th of March, 1893, ha 
by his will appointed his niece, the defendant, sole executrix thereof, 
having deviced and bequeathed to her the whole of his real and emer 
estate absolutely. The swe was a creditor of the testator, and ght 
this action on behalf of herself and all other creditors for the administra- 
tion of his estate. The testator’s widow claimed a sum of £181 7s. 6d. in 
respect of moneys alleged by her to have been lent to the testator for rent, 
wages, and other expenses in connection with a farm belonging to the 
testator. This claim, which was disputed by the defendant, was ulti- 
mately fixed by the neue ¢ 
0 \ O same. Al: nte 













ator’s estate was solvent at the time of his des mained so 
except for the costs of the administration action. Under these circum- 
stances the widow contended that section 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875, 
which specially mentioned the costs of winding up «f a company, but 
made no mention of the costs of an administration action, did not apply 
to the present cace. The tiff contended that by the combined 
of section 3 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, and section 10 
of the Judicature Act, 1875, the widow’s claim was liable to be 
to the claims of all other creditors. U the further consideration of the 
action the registrar postponed the widow's claim, and, on appeal to the 
Chancellor, his decision wag upheld. The widow appealed. Section 3 of 
the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, is as follows: ‘‘ Any money or 
other estate of the wife lent or entrusted by her to her husband for the 
pregees of any trade or business carried on by him, or otherwise, shall 
treated as assets of her husband’s estate in case of his breagee 
under reservation of the wife’s claim to a dividend as a creditor for 
amount or value of such money or other estate after, but not before, all 
claims of the other creditors of the husband for valuable consideration in 
money or money's worth have been satisfied.” Section 10 of the Judica- 
ture Act, 1875, provides that ‘in the administration by the court of the 
assets of any person who may die after the commencement of this Act, 
and whore estate may prove to be insufficient for the payment in full of 
his debts and liabilities, and in the winding up of any company under the 
Companies Acts, 1862 and 1867, whose assets may prove to be insufficient 
for the payment of its debts and liabilities and " nding ur 
the same rules shall prevail and sent wey is Ue : 

























pectively as may be mm force fo pr Ww 
ruptcy with respect to the estates of persons adjudged bankrupt and all 
persons who in any such case would be entitled ‘to prove for and 
dividends out of the estate of any such deceased person or out of the 
assets of any such company may come in under the decree or order for 
the administration of such estate, or under the winding up of such com- 
pany, and make such claims against the ame as they may respectively be 
entitled to by virtue of this Act.” 

Tue Covrr (Lord Harsscry, and Lrvovey and A. L, Surru, L.JJ.) dis- 
missed the i 

Luypty, L.J., in delivering the judgment of the court, after pg 4 
to section 3 of the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, said : 
section is curiously framed. Money lent always becomes the pro of 
the borrower as soon as he gets it. The money is his, although owes 
money to the same amount with or without interest as the case may be. 
The section nevertheless firet of all makes money lent or intrusted by a 
wife to her husband for the purposes of his trade his assets in the event of 
his bankruptcy. This I suppose is intended to be a qualification of the 
previous section 2, which, as regards property, treats a married woman as 
‘eme sole. The q . » is , but to 
the case of her husband’s 


| 


fe ualification, however, is not 
bepkeartoy) which is meant when he has ry 
adjudicated. If the section 5 : ve 
gainet the assets of her pt husband even after payment 


noc 
of his other creditors ; her assets would have to be treated in epee | 
as his. To prevent this, words are added to preserve ber its when 
his creditors for money or money’s worth are paid. iy soe wham 
ment she may claim a dividend as a creditor. But she can claim 

in the bankru until after payment of all her husband's other creditors, 


In other words, 
Ky expressed. Be Geness (34 W. R. 1 
0' a’ ral) . 

Q. B.D. 700) is oat wary SE an A-VICWe It was there 

















streets, open 
public buildings, and low-lying 
+ The Lower Scale shall app! 


lands, 
y to gll other cases, 


held 
that a wife could not prove against her husband's estate until his other 





ee 


Act, 1875, #. 10. [tiie lordship read it, and contivued:—]} Few sections 
in Judicature Act have created more difficulty than this, but certain 












H = now settled. It is settled that the rules in bankruptcy which 
i t’s assefs—e.g., the reputed Ownership clause, the 
xt : ain settle- 

lons—do not apply to the administration in chancery of 

assets of a deceased person. Those assets must be ascertained by 





cial rules applic- 
ruptcy. é@ authorities for this proposition 
tharnsea Brickworks (299 W. R. 178, 16 Ch. D. 337) which 

was followed in Re Maggi (30 W. R. 729, 20 Ch. D. 545) and Pratt v. 

i Inman (38 W. R. 200, 43 Ch. D. 175). See also Re Baker (38 W. R. 417, 
) 44 Ch. D. 262). Two further rules have been settled-viz., first, that 


| the common law = of an executor or administrator to retain a debt dne 
i | A a sd Dy section 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875 (Lee v. 




















{ MN » ~ Kt. 805, ‘i. D. OL; Re May, < . R. 765, 45 Ch. D. 
499) ; secondly, that thjs section has not et judgment creditors of 
their paid in priority to other 7 nan @ on 

6 aftion, althoust ave ortority in Dankrupicy (see Smith v. Morgan, 

; 5 OP. D. 357, 28 W. R. Dig. 4, and Re Maggi). In Re Maggi Fry, L.J., 

if; then Fry,J., came to this conclusion. But in commenting on section 10 


: appl 


of the Judicature Act, 1875, he seems to have overlooked the words, “‘ as 
to debts and liabilities provable,”’ and he considered that section 32 of the 
rupicy Act, 1869, which enacted that subject to certain specified 
tions all debts should in bankruptcy be paid pavi passu, was not made 
able to administration actions. No doubt if that section were held 
gone in all cases it would exclude the right of an executor to retain 

own debt and would deprive judgment creditors of their priority. 
But there persons are entitled to preference on the grounds peculiar to 
; themeelyes, and the rules which ~favour them are rather exceptions to 
{ ordinary rules as to payment of debts than illustrations of those rules. 
(i T recognize the exceptions, I caiect myreif go so far as to say 

whi 






that the general rule in bankruptcy ch requires debts (with some 
aid pari pasu 1s sot anetieaite in administration actions 

eing administered ts insolvent. Whether debts entitled 
iptcy are to be tre as entitled to similar priority 

in administering the ascets of a deceased insolvent was a question on 
which decisions were conflicting (compare Re A/bion Steel, &c., Co., 26 
1 W. R 348, 7 Ch. D. 547; Re Association of Land Financiers, 29 W. R. 277, 
| 16 Gh. D. 373). Ali doubt on this point was, however, removed by an 
Act in 1888 (51 & 52 Vict. c. 62, s. 1 (6) ), which makes the rules in 
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3 of the Married Women’s Property Act was only a qualification of the 
Sas met, and that as the first part of the section does not affect debts 
P le, but relates only to what ere to be treated as assets, that part of 
the section is not one of the rules in bankruptcy to which section 10 of the 
{ Judicature Act, 1875, applies, and that consequently the second part, 
H which is in effect a proviso to the first, cannot be regarded as one of such 
} rules. I confess that I was at first disposed to think this view correct, but 
j on I cannot adopt it. If we were to accede to this argument we 
i should be attaching too much weight to the first part of the eection and 
if too little to the second part, and we should miss the true meaning of the 
I 

H 


4 case Married Women’s Property 
H Act, s. 3, must, therefore, in my opinion, be treated as imported by 
fr section 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875, into the administration of the 
* estates of deceased insolvents. It was urged that the last part of section 
i! 
| 


vection as a whole. I have already stated what I take to be 

its effect, and although it is badly drawn, the section is really 

a_astatuto 
‘al D 


rule postponing a wife’s claim agamet her husband’s 
cy to the claims of This is, theré- 
f£.¥6, one rales, as to debts provable, which by section 10 of the 
Judicature Act, 1875, have to be observed in administering the estates of 
deceased insolvents. This conclusion is not inconsistent with Re Moy, 


is other creditors. 





; 
4} which was not a case of proof, but of retainer by the wife as her husband’s 


administratrix. The Legislature has not yet thought proper to alter 
the law of retainer, and section 3 of the Married Women’s Property 
Act is not addressed to that subject. It only remains to notice the 
oe that the husband’s estate is not proved to be insolvent. When he 

his ascets exceeded his debts, but unfortunately the costs of the 
administration action have to be provided for, and it is admitted that his 
estate is insolvent if the costs of the administration action are to be taken into 


} eccouat. But these costs must be paid out of the estate of the deceased 


before any question can arise which concerns the payment of his creditors. 
a_reference to their payment and to their priorities inter se it would 







° phraseology of recti n deali 

» and on the maxim io _wnins est exclusio alterius. This 

however, is seldom satisfactory unless some good reason can be 

SA tupposing that the speaker 'y intended to exclude what he 
not expressly mention. In this particular case such an intention 
would be unreasonable, and cannot be imputed to the Legislature. The 
exprees mention of costs in dealing with companies being wound up and 
} the omicsion of all mention of costs in dealing with the estates of 
persons are easily accounted for.. The section applies to all 


a 





: deceased 
; modes of winding up ies, but only to one mode of administerin 
~ companies, y g 


i estates persons—viz., administration by the court. It 
= well have been considered desirable to point out to liquidators 
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a creditors had been paid 20s. in the ponnd. I pass now to the Judicatare 
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winding up insolvent companie, without the assistance of the court, that 
they must deduct the costs of winding up and then see whether the 
assets left are sufficient to pay the debts in full or are insufficient for that 
purpose. It was quite unnecessary to instruct the judges of the High 
Court on such a subject. For these reasons I am of opinion that the 
decision of the Chancellor was correct, and that the appeal must be dis- 
missed, with costs.—Counset, J. H. Redman; Gatey; G. W. M. Dale. 
Soutcrrons, A. S. C. Doyle, for J. Ingram Dawson, Barnard Castle; 
Huntington § Leaf, for Richardson § Piper, Barnard Castle ; Belfrage § Co., 
for J. H. Holmes, Barnard Castle. 
(Reported by Arvo.p Gover, Barrister-at-Law. } 


GOWAN v. BRIGGS—No. 2, 11th March. 


Practice—Inspection oF DocuMENTS IN THE POSSESSION OF A DzgrgNDANT AS 

AGENT. 
al from _an order of Da 
whereby his lordship ordered the defendants to produce certain documents 
for inspection. The action was Drought against three directors of a limited 
compauy by a shareholder for damages in respect of alleged misrepresenta- 
tions contained in the prospectus issued by the defendants. The company 
issued debentures charged on the whole of the assets of the company, and 
such debentures were secured by a trustdced. In pursuance of the powers 
contained in the Conveyancing Acf, 1881, the defendant Nelson had been 
appointed receiver of the company’s property. The company was being 
wound up under the supervision of the court, and the defendants, together 
with one other gentleman, were appointed liquidators. In the action the 
defendants, by their affidavit of documents, admitted that certain docu- 
ments were in their possession or power, but objected to produce them on 
the ground that the same were in the possession of the defendant Nelson 
only in his capacity as receiver, aud were privileged. The plaintiff applied 
in chambers that the defendants should be ordered to produce these docu- 
ments; and Day, J., reversing the decision of the master, ordered the 
defendants to produce the documents in question. The defendants 
appealed, and argued that, although the defendant Nelson had physical 
possession, yet his possession was that of a mere agent, and that the 
defendants were not bound to allege that the principal objected to the 
documents being produced. 

Tux Court (Lixypiey and A. L. Surru, L JJ.) allowed the appeal, on 
the ground that the cases of Kearsley v. Phillips (31 W. R. 467, 10 
Q. B. D. 465) and London and Yorkshire Bank v. Cooper (33 W. R. 751, 
15 Q. B. D. 473) had established two rules: (1) that_if the document dis- 


covered proves to be the property of the discoveror together with rome 
‘ty to the action, then inspection of it canno 


a if appears 

solute master of the document in question, inspection of it 

must be ordered; and that, in the present case, the former rale applied, 

and inspection must be refused.—CounseL, Danckwerts; MeCall, Q.C., 

and Whitehouse. Soutcrrors, Baker, Blaker, § Hawes ; Nunn § Popham. 
Reported by W. Scorr Tuomrson, Barrister-at-Law. | 








This was an a J., made at chambers, 













Re BLAKE—No. 2, 11th March. 


Serrtep Lanp—Lunatic Tenant ror Lire—Cosrs or Peririon AGAINST 
Brit ry PARLIAMENT AFFECTING THE Estate—JvuRIspIcTION TO CHARGE 
on Corpus—Jupicature Acr, 1873 (36 & 37 Vict. c 66), s. 51. 

‘This was a summons raising a question as to how the costs of a petition 
against a Rill in Parliament, which was preeented by the committees of a 
lunatic tenant for life, should be borne. The facts were as follows :— 
Under the will, dated the 15th of October, 1845, of Sir Francis 
Blake, deceased, Frederick Blake was tenant for life in possession, 
with remainder to his issue in tail, with remainder to Francis D. 
Blake in tail, of certain estates known as the Seghill Estate. 
The said Frederick Blake became a lunatic and was so found by inquisi- 
tion, and Martha Steele and Mary Blake were appcinted the committees of 
his estate. Under certain arrangements with the North-Eastera Railway 
Co. a large income accrued to the estate in respect of way-leaves for 
minerals carried over the Seghill Estate. In the session of 1895 a Bill was 
introduced in the House of Commons by the North-Eastern Railway Co. 
to authorize the construction of certain railways, which, if constructed, 
would intercept the traffic the subject of the above-mentioned way- 
leaves, and, therefore, on the 19th of January, 1895, the committees of 





the lunatic took out a summons in Lunacy asring thm y Might, 10 bis 
fame and on bis Dehe Brclse tho Powers-s pnant-for life under_the 
pettied and AC 883 '‘ presenting a peti on agains née said ill, and 

at the applicants might be at liberty, as suctrcommittces 1 aforesaid, to 


appear by counsel before the committee on the said Bill, and oppose the 
same and take all such steps as they might be advised for the protection 
of the said Seghill Estate and the interests of the said Frederick Blake as 
tenant for life thereof affected thereby, and that all necessary directions 
might be given, and that the costs, charges, and expenses to be 
thereby incurred should be taxed, and that pursuant to section 
36 of the Settled Land Act, 1882, all such costs, charges, and expenses 
should be acharge on the said settled estate and be raised and paid out of 

y subject to the settlement. The su ; heard b 
y, L.J., on the 20th of February, 189 8 lordship gave lea 
y OW 77? to th e COMM ttees Dresenoy OD Deb dy Q be lunati 
@quired to be presented 1m @ e h the standing orders 
Commons, but not to take further steps without further 














order, and his 1 ip adjourned the application intocourt. The gas 
was accordingly presented, m taken by the 
railway company to the right of the committees of lunatic to be heard, 


leave was obtained in Lunacy by the committees to instruct counsel to 
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appear before the referees in Parliament to support the right of the 
committees to be heard on the said petition, but on the 7th of March, 

f 1895, the referees decid inst the t of the committees to be heard. 
The sdioubaat summons was this day ao in court, and the questions 
discussed were (1) whether the court liad jurisdiction to declare the costs, 
&c., acharge on the capital of the estate, and (2) whether if there was 
such jurisdiction the case was one in which the burden ought to be thrown 
on the capital and not on the income. 

Tur Covrr (Linpiay and A. L. Surrn, L.JJ.) held that ander the 
powers conferred on them by the letters of request addressed m b; 
the Lord Chancellor under the provisions 

It re Agh 1873, they were able 10 exercise all the 
High Court, and therefore in that capacity they had j 
tle costs, charges, and expenses on the estate, but that seotio’ 
Settled Land Act, 1882, did not apply, the power to present a 


















petition to 
Parliament not being a power conferred by the Settled Land Act, 1882, 


on a tenant for life. Their lordships also held that, the object of the 
petition being the protection of the estate, the costs ought properly to be 
charged on the capital rather than on the income of the estate. —Oounsa., 
Ingpen ; Ingle Joyce. Soxscrrors, Sismey § Sismey ; Hare § Co. 

[Reported by W. Scorr Tompson, Barrister-at-Law. } 


BROWN, JANSON, & CO. v. HUTCHINSON & CO.—No. 2, 13th March. 


PARTNERSHIP—JUDGMENT AGAINST ONE OF SEVERAL Co-PARTNERS—RB&CRIVER 
ov Denror’s Inrerest ry As-ets or Co-parTngrsHip—Partnersair Act, 
1890 (53 & 54 Vier. c. 39), 8. 23. 

Appeal from an order of Day, J., sitting at chambers, on the Iet of 
February, 1895. On the 24th of August, 1894, the defendant J. A. 
Hutchinson drew a bill of exchange for £3,000 on the firm of A. Hutcbin- 
ron & Co., which was accepted by that firm. The bill was duly presented 
for payment and dishonoured, and noticeof such dishonour was given to the 
defendants. The plaintiffs, who were the holders for value, commenced 
an action in the Queen’s Bench Division on the bill, and recovered j . 
ment against the drawer of the bill, and on the Ist of February, 1895, 
Day, J., sitting at chambers, made an order that the defendant J. A. 
Hutchinson’s interest in the partnership Business of the defendants 
A> Hutchinson & 06. should be charged with the judgment debt therein 
irentioned, and that & receiver should be _of the defendant’s 
inferest ii the partnership business. The action against the firm is mean- 
while being continued. The defendants A. Hutchinson & Oo. appealed 
from the order of Day, J., on the ground that the firm, being a a 
firm and having articles of association registered abroad, was not wi 
the jurisdiction of the English courts, and, therefore, that the case could 
not fall within the provisions of section 23 of the Partnership Act, 1890. 
The fact that the firm had a branch office in London, for the purpose of 
sales only, did not constitute an English business. 

Tue Covrr (Linpiey and A. L. Surrn, L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 

Linpiry, L.J., shortly stated the facts, and said that the ju nt 
creditor proceeded to enforce his judgment under section 23 of the t- 
nership Act, 1890. That section was new, and di the cumbrous 
procedure which was in use before the Act. The 2nd sub-section recast 
the whole proceedings. By it, on the application of any judgment creditor 
of a partner, the court might make an order ch that partner’s 
interest in the partnership property and profits with payment of the debt 
and interest, and might appoint a receiver of that partner’s share of 
profits. Such an application would have no immediate effect on the co- 

rtners. A : 3 : a} 0 






















. That did not produce the 

; erefore the séction proceeded to enact that all accounts and 
might be directed as if the charge had been made in favour of 
the judgment creditor by the partner, or as the circumstances of the case 





















might require. The meaning of that was that an order 1 t be made 
for an account of what was due from his co-partners to the . That 
would enable the ¢o-partuers to dissolve par' p if they liked. 
W ving on business in this country with ti 
] ‘ have seized und e old law, the hinery of 
the q i p 





aw J z 7. ay, “ had jurisdiction nae thi 

; the order was right, and the appeal must be dismissed, with costs. 
A. L. Surrn, L.J., gave judgment to the same effect, and pointed out 

that if the partnership was not within section 23 of the P Act, 

1890, then the sheriff could have entered and seized all the 

property at the London office under the old law. The order of Day, J., 

was right. Appeal dismissed —Oounsai, Bigham, Q.0., and H. Tindal 

Atkinson; Witt, Q.C., and Bartley Denniss. Sowscrrors, H. Montagu ; 

Hays, Schmettan, & Anerum. 

‘Reported by W. SHaticross Gopparp, Barrister-at-Law. | 


COUNTY OF GLOUCESTER BANK v. RUDRY MERTHYR, &c., 
COLLIERY CO. (LIM.)—No. 2, 5th March. 


Mortrcace—CoLurry—Recetver anp Manacer—Vauipiry or Inatrv- 
went—Szat or Company—Qvorum or Direcrors not Parsent— 
Notice. 


Appeal from the decision of North, J., reported ante, p. 246. On the 
l4th of March, 1893, the defendant company, being the lessees of a ‘ 


grautel to tie plaintiff bank a first mortgage, by sub-demise, of 
premise: comprised in the lease. The original lease provided for the for- 
feiture of the lease on the colliery ceasing to be worked. Default was 


made in payment of the mortgage money, and on the 9th of October, 
1894, the plaintiff bank went into po of the premises, after which 
date no jas done, excep e water out of the mine, The 


be con- 








ilo a. 
Linoiey and A. L. Surrn, L.JJ., comcurred.—Counsmt, Swinfen J 
Q.C., and A. aB. Terrell; J. G. Wood; M. Romer. 

Vaizey, § Smith, for Vachell § Oo., Cardiff ; Ince, Colt, ¢ Ince, for Ingledew 
¢ Sons, Cardiff. 

[Reperted by Anvo.p Grover, Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re COOK'S TRUSTS—North, J., 8th March. 


Mortcace—Mortcacs Den satiarimp—No Reconvevance—Morrosares 
Dgap—UNcertarnTy AS TO 
—Tarvstrer Act, 1893, a. 29 (x). 


RepresENtaTive—Vesting Oaper 


Re GATES—North, J., 9th March. 
Witi—Rasraicrion Auenation or Reversion punine Paton Lars 
Soules -- Casmanent Perrin For — “ Forrarruns 
Ciavse” on “ Avoerwative Lawreagion.’’ 
testator’s stand 
personal estate trust to convert the same and to the proces, 
after of his debts, into five shares and to one 





in trust for each of bjs four sons and daughter respectively, 
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the daughter’s share to be settled on her. The will contained the 
clause: ‘‘ Provided always that in case any of my said sons shall 


before decease of me and my wife die, or in any manner eell assign, 
transfer, , in r, or otherwise dispose of or anticipa’ is 
efpectant under my will, or Become bankrupt, then in that case 


my trustees shall pay the income of my son’s share to his wife or widow 
be age hae after her death shall hold the said share in trust for 
his c absolutely.”” Some of the testator’s sons had, after their 
father’s death, but during their mother’s lifetime, voluntarily filed peti- 
tions for liquidation under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. It was contended 
that it was not the inevitable result of the sons having filed their petitions 
to vest their interests in the official receiver, but that the vesting took 
place in invitwm and that there had been no forfeiture. 

Nortn, J.—I think that in this case the meaning of the direction in the 
will is clear, and that there would have been an absolute gift to the sons if 
the first gift to them in the will was all we had to consider. But then 
there is a limiting clause. [His lordship here read the trusts of the will 
and the clause above set out, and continued:—] These limitations come 
to this, there is not an out and out gift to the son, for, if before the period 
of distribution he has with his interest, then an alternative limita- 
tion arises. I do not think it is right to call this a forfeiture clause, it is 
- alternative woe seems eclear that the sons have disposed 

ts e i 

















u10N, 4 y 
nt, and, so far said that 
Ex parte Dawes (17 Q. B. D. 275) is inconsistent; I am not sure it is, 
but Re Amherst seems to be clearly in point, and I must follow it.— 
Counset, Ward ; Ball ; Alexander Young ; Lemon ; Mackintosh. Soxtcrrors, 
Hooker § Co. ; Metcalfe § Birkett ; Bristow § Co. ; Almond § Co. 


[Reported by R. 81..eM, Barrister-at-Law. } 
PAIRTLOUGH v. BROADBENT—Stirling, J., 25th February and 12th 
March. 


Gamine—Untawren, Game—‘‘ Baccarat Cuemin pvE Fer”—33 Hen. 8, 
c. 9, 8s. 11—17 & 18 Vicr. c. 38, s. 4—Lessorn AND Lesszre—Breacn 
or Covenant. 


This was a motion by the plaintiff for the committal of the defendgnt 
or a breach of an undertaking by him not to carry Ow or permit 
ATAT TO De = 






















3) ave ses, No. 8 » db. am: 
. was the lessee of the sae in question, and he had 
sublet to the defendant a portion of the premises for the purpose of carry- 
ing on a club called the Argosy Club under an agreement made in December, 
1894, which contained the following clause :—‘‘ The tenant will not permit 
oa of baccarat, hazard, or roulette to be played in the said premises, 
t will use fhe said premises as a private club only, and so carry on the 
club as not to contravene any laws of the land for the time being in force.” 
The plaintiff, who alleged that the defendant had infringed this provision 
of the agreement, commenced this action to restrain him from so doing, 
and on the llth of January, 1895, an order was made by consent, 
whereby, inter alia, the defendant unde: i on or permit to be 
carried on upon the premises any game of baccarat, hazard, or roulette. 
The plaintiff now moved to commit the defendant to prison, on the 
oe et the latter had broken the said undertaking by allowing 
to be played in the club. The defendant admitted that a game 
reeembling baccarat called ‘‘ chemin de fer ’’ had been played in the club, 
but he contended that the playing of this game was not a breach of the 
undertaking. The plaintiff filed evidence to shew that ‘‘ chemin de fer’’ 
was really ‘‘ baccarat,’’ there being two Sap of the game of baccarat — 
viz. on eamnt banaue” and ‘‘ baccarat chemin de fer.’’ The defendant 
prod evidence to the effect that chemin de fer” was not ‘‘ baccarat ”’ 
at all, but was a legal game, whereas ‘‘baccarat’’ was illegal, and 
that there were many differences between the games, ‘‘ baccarat’’ being 
ed on a specially prepared table marked with certain lines, the banker 
the bank so long as he pleased or his finances lasted, while 
‘* chemin de fer” was played on an ordinary table, and the banker only 
kept the bank so emf as he won, the deal (viz., the bank) ing to the 
plo sitting on his left hand whenever a hand went against the bank. 
t was contended that this constituted a material difference between the 
games, the reason being that in ‘‘ baccarat’’ the chances were in favour 
of the banker, but in ‘chemin de fer’ they were equally distributed 
amongst all the players. Counsel on both rides refe to various 
authorities on the game, inter alia, a book entitled ‘‘ Baccarat, Fair and 
Foul,”” by Professor Hoffman, according to which the two games of 
** baccarat banque ”’ and ‘‘ baccarat chemin de fer’’ are merely varieties of 
the same game—i.c., ‘‘ baccarat.’’ The issue for the court to decide was 
whether or not the word ‘‘ baccarat’’ in the undertaking above-mentioned 
included ‘‘ chemin de fer.” 


Srrauinc, J., delivered judgment on the 12th of March as follows: By 
the terms of the agreement between the plaintiff and defendant the 
defendant agreed ‘‘ not to permit games of baccarat, hazard, or roulette to 
be played on the premises, but to use the said premises as a private club 
only, and so carry on the club as not to contravene any laws of the land 
tor the | me wee 4 wr A it is admitted by the defendant that, 

ven the un not to carry on or it the game of 
* baccarat’’ on the said premises, he took part in slasher theese 6 game 
which he called “‘ chemin de fer,’’ and the question is whether that game 
is ‘‘ baccarat ’’ within the meaning of the undertaking. The first point is, 
What is the difference between ‘ Senta and ‘‘ chemin de fer’’? It is 
admitted that there are differences, but whether these differences consti- 
tute a substantial difference between the two games is disputed. The 
most material difference is that, whereas in ‘‘ baccarat’’ the bank is kept 





by one of the players until his funds are exhbausted—an event which might 
not happen in the course of an evening—in ‘‘ chemin de fer’’ the bank is 
kept by each player in turn, and might, and in fact generally does, change 
hands very frequently. - Moreover, in ‘“‘chemin de fer ’’ the number of 
layers is generally smaller than in ‘‘ baccarat,’’ and there are other 
Bi erences of detail. Now, in my opinion, these differences do not con- 
stitute a substantial distinction between the two games, and {think that 
Tt is said, 


“chemin de fer’’ is mérely a form or of ‘* baccarat.’’ 
eer TS and that ‘‘ chemin 
de fer” is not known in England as ‘‘baccarat.”’ As to that, neither 
** baccarat’’ nor ‘‘ chemin de fer’? isa name of English origin, and the 
latter is apparently of French origin. [His lordship here referred at 
length to the definitions of ‘“‘baccarat’’ given in various modern 
dictionaries and in treatises on the game, and continued:—] I am 
of opinion, after a careful consideration of these definitions, that 
‘*baccarat,’’ as ordinarily understood in England in 1894 (the date 
of the agreement between the plaintiff and defendant), includes both 
forms of the game, and that there is no reason why the term “‘ baccarat”’ 
should be limited to “‘ baccarat banque.’”’ It is contended, however, that, 
whereas ‘‘ baccarat’’ has been held to be an unlawful game, ‘‘ chemin 
de fer’ is a lawful game, and that therefore the game mentioned in 
the agreement must be taken to refer to the unlawful game only. It 
might very well be, however, that the plaintiff intended and desired to 
prohibit ‘‘ baccarat’’ in every form, not caring to run any risk on the 
subject of its illegality. But I go further than this, for it is clear, on the 
authority of seis v. Turpin (13 Q. B. D. 505), that ‘‘ chemin de fer” ig 
just as unlawful as ‘“EaeCarat ”— neither more nor less. In that case 
awkins, J., in reference to ‘‘ baccarat,” said: ‘* All such games (i.¢., dice 
or cards), if they are games of chance or games of chance and skill com- 
bined (which cannot be called games of mere skill), are, in my opinion, 
clearly within the meaning of the words ‘unlawful games’ in 17 & 18 
Vict. c. 38”? ; and lower down on the same page (p. 524) he says: “It is 
a game of cards. It is a game of chance, and though, as in most other 
things, experience and judgment may make one player or banker more 
successful than another, it would be a perversion of words to say that it 
was in any sense a game of mere skill. It is therefore, in my opinion, 
an unlawful game within the meaning of the statute. It is said that it is 
a e of modern invention. That may be; and, assuming it to be so, 
it is just what the Legislature intended to include in the phraseology of 
the 11th section of 33 Hen. 8, c. 9 as ‘a new unlawful game hereafter to 
be invented.’’? In my opinion every word of that judgment applies to 
** chemin de fer,’’ which is an unlawful game in the same sense and under 
the same circumstances as ‘‘ baccarat.” Whether either ‘‘ baccarat 
banque ”’ or ‘‘ baccarat chemin de fer’’ would be an unlawful game if 
played under the circumstances of which evidence has been given in the 
present case I am not called upon to say, because both forms of the game 
are, in my opinion, absolutely prohibited by the covepant. His lordship 
ted an injunction restraining the defendant from permitting the 
game of ‘‘ chemin de fer’’ to be played on the premises, and declined to 
suspend the operation of the injunction pending an appeal.—Counsz, 
Graham Hastings, Q.C., and Eilgood; Buckley, QC.. and Shearman, 
Soricrrors, Tyrrell, Lewis, Sons, § Broadbent ; Bagot § White. 
{Reported by Anruun Morton, Barrister-at-Law. | 


CHURCHILL AND OTHERS v. PEMBERTON AND OTHERS—AStirling, J., 
12th March. 


Nuisance—Lgase—CoveNnant Not TO Cagry ON ANY TRADE BUT THAT OF A 
BUILDER, AND NOT TO INJURE OR ANNOY Neicurours—Doc SHow— 
INJUNCTION. . hesoee . Anacpasts Fembirens ) Culhbate. 
By an indenture of lease dated the 22nd of June, 1878, the plaintiffs, 

the trustees of a charity called ‘‘ The Workhouse Charity,’’ leased certain 

ground and buildings to George Mextin, one of the defendants, for a term 
of ninety-nine years, from the of March, 1873, at the rent and 
subject to the covenants set forth in the said indenture. The said inden- 
ture contained, inter alia, the following covenants by the said defendant, 

George Martin: ‘‘ And will not without such licence as aforesaid exercise 

or carry on or suffer to be exercised or carried on upon any part of the 

said premises any trade or business whatsoever except that of a builder. 

And also will not do or suffer to be done anything on the said premises 

which may be or grow to the injury, annoyance, or inconvenience of the 

landlords or landlord for the time being or of the trustees for the time 
being of the Workhouse Charity aforesaid, or their or any of their respec- 
tive tenants or the occupiers of any adjoining property. Provided that 
nothing in the covenant ltr hereinbefore contained or in these presents 
shall or shall be construed to in anywise interfere with or control the due 
and proper enjoyment and user by the lessee, his executors, administrators, 
and assigns of the said premises hereby demised, or any part thereof, for 
the p of the trade or business of a builder.’’ By divers mesne assign- 
ments the residue of the said term of ninety-nine years in the said premises 
became vested in the defendant Charles Seaton P m and B. E. Pem- 
berton, who sublet a aan thereof to the def: t Swanson as yearly 
tenant. The defendant Swanson sublet the portion thus d@mised to him to 

Canine ety for a short period for the —— of holding 
his was a motion by the plaintiffs to restrain the 

, his servants and agents, from holding or causing oF 
to be held a dog show upon any part of the fare 







g or suitering ; 
mises aforesaid, and from exercising or carrying on or suffering to 
exercised or carried on upon any part of the said preimises any trade OF 
business whatsover except that of a builder, and from doing or suffering 
fo Se rane sieiieee 20 the said es me ae grow to = ae 
plaintiffs or their or of their tenants, or the occu) 
e hall of the 
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any adjoining property.” It was contended by counsel on be 
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defendants that the dog show would not be a nuisance, and that in any 
event the plaintiffs had acquiesced, inasmuch as the show had for nearly 
two months been advertised to take place on the premises on the 13th, 14th, 
and 15th of March, whereas the notice of motion was only dated the 9th of 
March, and that it would therefore be unreasonable to grant the injunc- 
tion. The premises were described in the advertisements as the *‘ Jubilee 
Hall,’ and the plaintiffs alleged that they had »not recognized the 
premises under that name, which accounted for their delay in commencing 
these proceedings 
Srm.iNnG, J., refused to restrain the holding of the dog show in terms, 
but he granted an injunction restraining the defendants from doing or 
suffering to be done anything on the said premises which would amount 
to a nuisance —CounseL, Bramwell Davis, Q.C., and Tanner; Upjohn. 

Souscrtors, FE. C. Morley ; Finnis ¢ Wylie. 
[Reported by Anruvr Morroy, Barrister-at-Law. ] 


Re SILVESTER, MIDLAND RAILWAY CO. v. SILVESTER—Romer, J., 
8th March. 


PaixctrAL AND Surnsry—Gvuarantege—Provision ror Notices or Witu- 
DRAWAL BY GUARANTORS OR THEIR RESPECTIVE REPRESENTATIVES— 
Deatu or Guaranror—Norice or Deatu—Lianiirtry or Esrars. 


This was an action to determine the liability of the estate of William 
Silvester, deceased, on a bond dated the 26th of July, 1881. Under this 
bond Silvester and others, who were the directors of a joint-stock colliery 
company, gave a guarantee for the payment of such sums as should from 
time to time become @ué to the plaintiffs for the carriage of coal and other 

f goods. It was provided that the obligors or any or mone of them or their 
y i ives might at any time determine their or his Ma- 
bility under the said bond by one calendar month’s notice in writing to be 
given to the plaintiffs. Va rete aie onthe 20th of- May, 1886, 
nd on the 26th of August the plaintiffs had notice of his death. 
Down to October, 1355 the colliery company paid the sums due from them 
in respect of the said account. On the 8th of June, 1893, they passed a 
winding-up resolution, and made default to the plaintiffs in the sum of 
£594 5s. 7d. The plaintiffs received, on account of the money due from 
other obligors £250, and sued the defendants for the balance. It was 
7 any, having n 













sued on behalf of the defendants that t had notice 

§ dea oul [against his estate, 

| ad determine th hb th. The following 
iS were cited :—Brudbury v. Mayor 9), Harris v. Fawcett 






(1 W. R. 742, L. R. 8 Ch. 866), Coulthart v. Clementson (I W. R. 355, 


5Q. B. D. 42). 




















£2,800,000. That was the best tot ot ees amount of money 
during the past ran’ S173,000, the agus with om ere 
uring the year was 000, sum, one ‘ 
ever added to the funds in one year. 
year were £815,000, the average of the 
£462,000, and he would ask the meeting to note the enormous increase. 
The average of each policy used to be rather higher than it was at pre- 
sent, and as a general rule the higher the ecale of society the longer the 
life as a general rule—in other words, as they ascended the scale 
took more care of themselves than é 
wy down to £1,100, which was a a 
an Sees geen many small policies, of It > 
number of large policies, and a great number of small policies of £1 
and £200 and so on, and they brought down the average of 
amount received for interest and dividend last was £88,000, bein 
increase of over £6,500 on the They 
had fallen, and it was im le t pa 
Sevag’ 44 Ss. an the conenge saieseen aie year the had £3 190, 14 
v' 2s. as the average > 
But if must be distinctly understood tha’ that exchadod the 
~y if — were included the * : of the a wee gd 
7s. 8d., a very good rate. regard composition 
board, the first question was whether the number of barrister directors 
should be made up to the old figure or whether the late Mr. Edward 
Waimisley should be repiaced by another solicitor. At the death of Mr. 
Saunders, Q.C., a solicitor was ted in his place, but the board th t 
that on the present occasion the old rule should be reverted to—namely, 
the number of directors being twenty-four, that one-third of them should 
be barristers and the other two-thirds solicitors. He believed it was a 
fact that the solicitor element brought the society more business than the 
barrister element, and therefore it was right that there should be a 
larger number of solicitors on the board. At the same time the barrister 
element was most useful, and the feeling of the board was that a barrister 
should be elected to fill the place of the late Mr. Walmi-ley. The reason 
why the society was bad gage was that in the first place the board 
were very careful indeed in selecting the lives of the assured. The lives, 
both in London and in the‘country, were all advised upon by medical men, 
the society’s own doctor seeing those in London. board never went 
against the doctors’ advice, but they were sometimes even a little more 
than the doctors. Sometimes the doctor would add a certain 
number of years to the life and the board would not have the life at all, 
and sometimes when the doctor wished to add a small number of years the 
board increaeed the number. Another cause of the 


“ 


a 
: 


Romer, J., held that_the plaintiffs were entitled to recover. Their case | was the extreme care with which the board invested its money ° 
was that put by Bowen, L.J., ~ Coulthart v. Clemenison (5 Q. B. D., at p. 48), | money was lent without the assent of the whole board, and a » 
“If indeed the contracting parties desire that on the death of the | committee, the members of which were selected for know of 
guara & specia] notice sha qi ntee, | investments in general, went through each case at least once in two years 

g f | and sometimes each year. The last was of a most satisfactory 
Sisite : P fis case were 80 entitled on | nature, and he was able to say the investments were of a very first-class 
ne provisions of the contract, and they were not bound to accept the | character. He could not ude without ones. word about the staff. 
notice of the death of the obligor as equivalent to the notice by the | It was a great pleasure to see their dear old Mr. Berridge present, 


obligor’s representative to determine the liability, nor could they be bound 
by any breach of trust on his part. It could not be disputed that no 
notice had been given, and consequently the estate of the testator was 
liable.—Counset, Neville, Q.O0., and Baker; Horton Smith, Q.C., and 
BE. F. Ball. Soxtcrrors, Beale ¢ Co.; Makinson, Carpenter, § Co., for 
¢. H. Twynam, Stafford. 

[Reported by J. Anrnur Pricz, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
SOLICITORS ORDERED TO BE STRUCK OFF THE ROLL. 


9 March.—Rosgert Henry Lacy (Nottingham). 

9 March.—Hveu Brown (late of Denton, near Manchester). 
§ March.—Joun Brewis (Sunderland). 

§ March.—Joun’Cuarues Ciack. 

9 March.—_Joun Grauam Hats (Liverpool). 


LAW SOCIETIES, 
EQUITY AND LAW LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY. 


The annual general meeting of the Equity and Law Life Assurance 
Society was held on Tuesday at the Society’s House, 18, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields, Mr. J. M. Cranon (the Ohairman) presiding. 

The Secretary (Mr. A. F, Burridge) having read the notice convening 
the meeting and the minutes of the last annual meeting, 

The Cuarmman moved the adoption of the report and accounts. He 
said he had had the pleasure for a great many years in succession in con- 
gratulating the meeting upon the success of the society’s operations, but 
this was the best year they had yet had. First of all, the net new assur- 
ances for last year were £852,494. In 1890, the first year of the quin- 
pate, it war: £507,000, the next year £632,000, in 1892 £737,000, in 
898 the amount went down a little, but it had now a great deal more than 
recovered, for it stood at £852,000. As to new premiums, the quin- 
quepnium began with £23,200; next year it was £25,700; next year 
£33,400 ; next year £30,600, a slight diminution; next year £47,000, an 
enormous leap. The annual premiums had gone up from £180,000 to 


. P 
who had advised them for so long a to their prosperity. And it 
was a great pleasure to knew that he was succeeded by a gentleman who 
had been brought up in the office. 
that he was a most admirable actuary 
good as could be wished. It was inexpensive because it was small 
wg ke y hard workers and very able men. 
e sy Hon. Gzoxcz Denman ( 
motion. He remarked that it was curious the claims had 
to exactly £100,000 or so short of the net premium insome. 
were £158,138 18s. 9d. and the net 
to thet these was in that way’ 9 Wag esmermmenns Sats Cuno 
Ce eae Sy Sate ee 
with those of last year, and they seemed to bim 
The amount paid on profit po shewed an a’ 


course of the year in eight 
the sums assured were more doubled by 
conse, they bed. heme senile, SPR 2h Dae 


certain] tifying, all the more so because whilst 

good thing for the friends of ho would 

had been still better for the society, 
the society 
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The motion was 
On the motion of Mr. Cxctt Russet, seconded by the Derury Cuam- 
man, Sir Arthur Townley Wateon, Q.C., was elected a director in the 
place of the late Mr. W : 

On the motion of Mr. Roorzr, seconded by Mr. Raw:z, Mr. Jas. Croft 
I director in his 


son of the late Mr. Ingram, was elected a place. 
the motion of Mr. Brovsuton, seconded . a Mr. PAnxer, Mr. 
Archibald James was elected to eucceed his father, late Mr. James, as 
pate retiring directors, Mr. Bowling Trevanion, Mr. Moberly, and Mr. 
» were re-elected. 
Mr. Robert William Dibdin was elected an auditor, and Mr. Bird, a 
the auditor 





£258,000, and the invested funds at the end of the year were upwards of 


auditor, was re-elected, £126 voted to 8. e 

sum of 3,500 guineas was voted to the for their services. 
The Cuaraman moved a vote of thanks to the secretary and staff. He 
said the society had always had a good staff, which bad served them ‘ 





eee ee 








Not p were Mr. B ’s merits very great, but he t the office 
pe = May ary The value of the doctor was shewn ty te smallners 
of the death rate, and though it was a loss that Mr. Rooper should bave 
ee had joined the board, and the society had a 





Burarer returned thanks, g of the excellent spirit which 

paver the whole staff in regard to the work of the society. He alluded 

to the valuable services of the new assistant actuary, Mr. 

Phelps, who had been several years in the office and had shewn by his 
great business capacity the right to promotion. 


SELDEN SOCIETY. 


meeting of this society was held on Friday last in the 
e Inn Hall Council Room, Mr. Justice Romer in the chair. 

F. K. Munton, who had been acting as honorary secretary since the 
of the late treasurer, presented a report which, among other things, 
that a volume of admiralty records of the 16th century had been 
despatched to the members, and that all arrangements had been 
ade in regard to the issue of the other works in hand, bridging over the 
delay which bad arisen in reference thereto. 

On the motion of Lord Justice Livpiey, seconded by Mr. Justice 
the report was received and adopted, and a vote of thanks was 
te Mr. Munton for the time and attention he had devoted to the 
w, Q.C., brought up a report of the committee appointed to 
regulations, and after some ussion, in which several 

, the new proposed rules were unanimously adopted. 
Cyataman said that he was glad to announce that the Lord 
Chancellor had agreed to accept the office of president in the place of the 
late Lord Coleridge, and he (the chairman) had t pleasure in 

Lord Herschell accordingly. The oatine accepted the 
nomination with acclamation, and Lord Justice Lindley and Mr. Justice 
Romer were unanimously appointed vice-presidents. 

The council were then appointed :—The Hon. Mr. Justice 
B Mr. A. M. Channell, Q.C., Sir Howard W. Elphinstone, Bart., 
Mz. i. Ingle Joyce, Mr. B. G. Lake, Mr. H. C. Maxwell Lyte, Mr. H. 

Moore, Mr. k. Pennington, Sir F. Pollock, Bart., Mr. W. C. Ren- 
shaw, Q.C., Mr. S. R. Scargill-Bird, the Hon. Mr. Justice Stirling, Mr. 

Westlake, Q.C., His Honour Judge Meadows-White, the Hon. Mr. 
Justice Wills. Professor F. W. Maitland was unanimously appointed 


The chairman said that an arrangement bad been made whereby the 
duties of honorary secretary and honorary treasurer should in future be 
and Mr. B. Fossett Lock was elected honorary eecretary, and 

. F. K. Manton honorary treasurer. 
After the appointment of Mr. J. W. Clark and Mr. Hubert Hall as 
auditors, a cordial vote of thanks to the chairman concluded the 


We are asked to state that all communications relating to membership 
and ——— = delivery of publications attendant on such subscrip- 
tions) be to the honorary treasurer. Every other com- 
munication connected with the society to be sent to the honorary secre- 
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tary. 
YORKSHIRE LAW SOCIETY. 
The annual meeting of the above society, under the peeeidoney of Mr. 
J. T. Atkinson, of , was held on Th last week. 


The pre ey | 
secretary (Mr. H. V. Scott) read the report of the committee, of whic 
the is a summary :—The members of the society now number 
105, of number 62 are solicitors in York and 43 are country members. 
Considerable additions have been made to the law library, and it has 
been decided to offer further inducements to country members by giving 
special facilities for obtaining books. The question of incorporating the 
society has been considered and submitted to a sub-committee to consider 
and report, and rt tothe society at a subsequent 
meeting. Mr. Robert Holtby having declined to the office of vice- 
Mr. Edwin Gray was unanimously elected to that office. Con- 
gratulatory votes have been accorded to Sir Frank Lockwood, Q.C., M.P., 
on bis tment to the office of her are Solicitor-General ; to Sir 
James T. Woodhouse Sd capmere the society, on the occasion of 
the honour of knighth being conferred upon him by her Majesty the 

: . R. Perkins, on his having 
practise as a solicitor. Great stress was 
the Incorporated Law Society, U.K. 
importance of that society su by all members of the 

The Land Transfer Bill was dealt with at some length, and 
importance of resisting the compul clauses was pointed out as 
6 gpm application to Yorkshire, which would probably be chosen 
ment of the working of the Act. A t of £5 was 

to the widow of a deceased solicitor who is in necessitous 
ciroumstances. A grant of £10 was recommended to the infant children 
of a deceased member of this society, and a grant of £10 was recommended 
to a solicitor who is incapacitated by ill-health from any work and who is 
in necessitous circumstances. A prize of £5 for the best examination 
daring 1894 was awarded to Edmund Sardinson Dashwood Carter, who 
took honours in the third class in the September examination, and who 
th Mr. H. W. . The report concluded with 

the announcement that the it had ted to the society a 
a to be worn by the president on pub‘te 

his year of office. The badge ¢ n-ists of « circulir gid 
Rose of York in silver upon it. On the back it bears 
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the following gg oe :—** Presented to the Yorkshire Law Society by 
J. T. Atkinson, ident, March, 1895. Floreat Eboriensis.’”” ‘The 
committee recommended the acceptance of this gift, and passed q 
unanimous and hearty vote of thanks to the president for it. 





After the meeting the members dined together at the Station Hotel to 
the number of forty, his Honour Judge Turverand Mr. E. W. Williamson, 
secretary of the Incorporated Law Society, U.K., being the guests of the 
evening. 

Mr. E. W. Wuttamson, in responding to the toast of the society, 
referred at some length to the gradual increase of its vitality and influence 
during the last twenty years. He pointed particularly to the transfer of 
the control of the examinations from the judges to the society, and to the 
important functions imposed upon that body with reference to the 
discipline by the Solicitors Act, 1888, and to the recent appointment of 
the president of the society for the time being as a member of the Rule 
Committee. In his opinion all these circumstances contributed towardy 
increasing the influence of the society, taken in connection with the 
valuable assistance received from the provincial law societies, as the 
council never failed to take them into consultation when matters of 
importance affecting the interests of the profession were under consideration, 
He also referred to the well-worn cutaplatate which are constantly made by 
solicitors with regard to the society being of no use to them personally, 
and pointed out what appeared to him to bethe fallacy of those objections, 
because whatever was done for the advantage of the profession and the 

ublic enured equally to the whole body of solicitors; and he considered 
t a subject of much regret that men should hold back from supporting 
the society simply on the ground that they do not get a full return for 
what the secretary termed a ridiculously small subscription. He also 
alluded to the fact that the existing funds of the society were not adequate 
to meet the demands made upon it for educational purposes and for the 
necessary expenditure in connection with the consideration of important 
matters of special interest to the profession, and he expressed a hope that 
those solicitors who did not now belong to the society would at no distant 
date see how important it was that the whole body of the profession should 
—— it by membership. 

r. Scorr, the secretary of the Yorkcehire Law Society, responding for 
that society, pointed out that to a much greater extent than a judge to 
the bar was the secretary of a society similar to this dependent upon the 
members of it if any good work were to be done. He laid stress upon the 
importance at the present time of members of the profession drawing 
closer together in order to resist the attacks which were becoming 8 
common, not only at the hands of the bench, who frequently in their 
decisions animadverted upon the conduct of solicitors when not a shred 
of evidence was before them upon which to found a judgment, but also at 
the hands of Parliament—the tendency of modern legislation being to 
turn all legal business into official channels, the etfect of which was not 
for the advantage of society at large. ‘He urged all the members to sup- 
port the society and also the Incorporated Law Society of the United 

in its efforts to check this style of legislation and to promote 
the well-being of the profession at large. 

Mr. Witi1aMson proposed the health of Mr. Atkinson, the president 
of the Yorkshire Law Society, to which be responded in appropriate terms, 
and referred with pride to the fact that he was the 109th president of the 
society, and also to his desire during his year of office to get copies of 
the portraits of his predecessors to adorn walls of the library, and he. 
appealed to those present to assist him. 





SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 

The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this association 
was held at the Law Institution, Chancery-lane, London, on Wednesday, 
the 12th inst., Mr. Richard Pennington, J.P., in the chair. The other 
directors present were Messrs. W. Beriah Brook, H. Morten Cotton, 
Robert Cunliffe, John Hunter, J. C. Moberly (Southampton), I’. Rowle 
Parker, Sidney Smith, Richard W. Tweedie, E. W. Williamson, and J.T. 
Scott (secretary). A sum of £300 was distributed in grauts of relief, five 
new ua were admitted to the association, and other general business 
transacted. 





LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At a meeting of the directors, held at the hall of the Incorporated Law ~ 
Society on the 7th inst., the following being mt, viz, Mr. Sidney 
Smith (chairman), Messrs. Horatio Brandon, William Collisson, Harry 
Curtis Nisbet, and Arthur Carpenter (secretary), grants of £15 were — 
made to three non-members’ cases, and the ordinary general business was — 


UNITED LAW SOCIETY. 


March 4— Mr. A. W. Marks in the chair.—Mr. W. S. Sherrington — 
moved: “That this society approves of the abolition of plural voting.” 


Mr. Callender , and Messrs. Symonds, Kirby, and Marks spoke on 


+) =a 
the motion, whi was lost by 6 votes. Be 
March 11~—Mr. C. W. Williams in the chair.—Mr. H. Marcus moved? 


‘‘ That this society approves of the Bill for the Disestablisment and Die — 


. 


endowment of the Church in Wales.” Mr. J. R. Atkin oqpoesd. and was — 


followed by Messrs. A. W. Marks, Neville, Tebbutt, and 
the opener 





Mr. Grosvenor Woods, Q.C., is slowly recovering from a serious 
of influenza. 3 





8 reply, the motion was lost by 7 votes. ag 
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LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENT. 


Mr. Cuaries Epwarp Wurrs, solicitor (of the firm of White & Son), 
Colchester, Essex, has been appointed a Commissioner to administer 
Oaths. 





INFORMATION WANTED. 

Mi-s Marcgry Leemine, of 15, Argyll-road, Kensington, deceased.— 
To Solicitors, Bankers, and others. —Any person having in their posses- 
sion any W ill made by this lady, who died recently at the above address, 
is requested to communicate with Messrs. Lickorish & Co., solicitors, 11, 
Queen Victoria-street, E.O. 





GENERAL. 
Mr. Justice Chitty has left town for Hastings. 


Mr. Justice Day, who is staying at Bournemouth, is steadily recovering 
from his recent attack of influenza, and will, it is expected, resume his 
judicial duties very shortly. 


The trial of commercial causes was commenced before Mr. Justice 
Mathew on Monday. There were then fourteen only of these cases 
actually set down. 


On Tuesday, says the Times, the Lord Chancellor received, at the House 
of Lords, a deputation from the West Brompton Branch ‘of the Amal- 
gamated Society of Railway Servants, which was introduced by Mr. 
George Howell, M.P. The deputation referred to the report that the 
county council ‘contemplated proposing some new arrangements or regu- 
lations with regard to coroners and coroners’ courts ; and ,they urged the 
importance of relatives of deceased persons being permitted to appear and 

examine witnesses, and to be allowed payment for the loss of time devoted 
to that work. The Lord Chancellor, in reply, said he believed that some 
suggestions had been made with regard toan amendment of the procedure 
in coroners’ courts; but the payment of witnesses or parties interested 
did not come within his jurisdiction. As to the representatives of deceased 
persons appearing before the coroner, he would take that matter into his 
careful consideration. 








Barz or Oxp Live Po.icizs.—At their montbly Periodical Sale, at the 
Mart, E.C., on the 7th inst., Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranfield sold eleven 
old Life P licies, amounting in the aggregate, with bonuses, to £10,533, 
for £7,120; the prices realized ranging from 20 to 40 per cent. beyond 
eurrender value. 


Messrs. Segrave, Browett, & Taylor announce for sale by auction, at the 
Mart, on the 27th inst., valuable Freehold Premises near Piccadilly—viz., 
No. 10 (part of Shelley’s Hotel), Stafford-street, and No. 23 (part of 
Brown’s Hutel), Dover-street. 





COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME. COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rora or Recistzans 1m ATTENDANCE ON 











Dat: Aprzat Count Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
ree No. 2. Curry. Norra. 
Monday, March ............... 18 Mr. Pugh Mr. Leach Mr. Clowes 
Tuesda: f Beal Godfrey J 
Pugh Leach Clowes 
Beal Godfrey Jackson 
Pugh Leach Clowes 
Beal Godfrey Jackson 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Xi. Justice 
STiRuins. Kexewicn. Romes. 
Monday, March ............. 18 Mr. Lavie Mr. Farmer Mr. Pemberten 
esday = es Carrington Rolt Ward 
Wednesday Lavie Farmer Pemberton 
Thursday ... Carrington Rolt ard 
Friday ...... Lavie Farmer Pemberton 
EN ca, onset sechabeisspas Carrington Rolt Ward 





Wakyine To INTENDING House Purcuasers AND Lussggss.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Examined by an Expert from The Sanitary Engineering Co. (Carter Bros.), 
65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee for a London house 2 guineas; 
country by arrangement. (Established 1875.)—[Apvr.] 





WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, March 8, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LimiTep tn CHANCERY. 
Dorauitz & Co, Larren—Petn for winding up, presented Feb 19, directed $0 be es reaper 
on March 20. Godfrey H. Pownall, 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, solor ‘for petars. 
ppbesring must reach the abovenamed not later than 6 peerage Meter g 


h 19 
the o particulars of th debts or 


Loxvow Fasnic Perstina Co., Liwtrep (1 ermine) 
before April 8, to ecnd their names and addresses and 


to Edward Preen. Timbrell & Deighton, King William st, Londion 
Mest Ose Lanett nisin by Romer, J., dated Fb 
the voluntary winding up of the company’ should ‘continu wns gon 


well, Gracechurch st, solors for petars 
Sourn Arricax iy AND oman Ao Lisurrsp—Creditors are 


April 30, te send their names and und the particulary of thar dat 
Leonard Balfow ae ST ee toe Crosby sq. Wien '@ Oe 
Copthall bldgs, solors for liquidators 
Umpetoost Exeroration Lanxp anp mane Co, Liurrsp—Creditors are ready g wn peo 
see ee & Sond Be eae nana oe and addresses, and ee eat oe ~ 
or omas Wilkins, . Helens, Bishopsgate eorge 
elon, solors for liquidator 
FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


Hevssy, Atvantey, AnD Maniey Suxpar-Scuoon Sick axp Buaiat Civs, Sunday- 
School, Alvanley, Chester. March 2 


London Gasette.—Tuxspay, March 12. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luorep m Cmanoczry. 

F. & J. Burrerritiy & Co., Liurrep me ey Pseeneanypene 9 Miyata sm are of thie d on or 
before April 25, to their names addresses, and the rt debts or 
Mr, Jonathan Whitley, Temple bldgs, K: . Spencer & Clarkson, 
Keighley, solors for liquidator 
Litre Bovroy Boor ano SaHoemaxine Anp Rerataine Society, Liarrep —— are 
req , on or before April 18, bo oe names and the particulars 
lebts rederick Cooper, 12, Bowkers-row, Bolton. Bradbury, 

Bolton, solor for liq’ 


Maurey Tyre Peachen mma re ot Ge for wi poremies Maat Blnighees ) erg ted to 
be heard on March 20. ‘Mason & Gresham sh, agents for Pili 
ead. 60 raloek ia in 


MatTABELELanD AnD Masnonxacanp Syxpicats, Liurrep -Creditors are required, on or 


before April 24, to send their names and and the of their debts 
or prt gr Grosvenor or George ze Walker, te ot Selthin'e particular & Co, Thread- 
— solors for liquidator 7 Pe eek 6 
EDICAL yo | ay ty eae winding up, povaiatel, re 
directa tbe 2 Noth cof appearing must ot sent thr ehunumnaeel aan taheraeed € ooo vee 
an 6 0 
2 voll of oases 


Scaroitt Leap Mixinc ann Suettine Co, Liurtep—Creditors are required, on or before 
April 27, to send their names and cad the postion of ee Soe & Sai, 
to Richard Ormond, 24, mays West, Newcastle-upon-Tyne Stanton & Atkinson, 
aealiboendivin alee to liquidator 
Usuimirep in CHancery. 

Braprorp East Exp Mope. Doucese Socigty—Creditors are or before 
April 27, to pon gre pnd names and addresses, and eee, und the particulary of “yy debts, ciaims, 
and demands, to James Burchell, "00, Olle} Bradford, 
solors for — Is 


Srawvantzs or Devow. 
Luurep m CHancery. 

Tavy Unirep Mixes anp Arsenic Worxs, Limirep—Petn for 
March 4, directed to be heard before the ‘Warden, at 
cery-in, on Thursday, March 21, at 12.30. Marrack & Co, 
Plymouth, solors for pet co Notice of appearing must reach the 
than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Tuesday, March 19 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


Baunswick Fairxp.y Socrety, Forrester’s Arms nr Selby, York. March 2 
ae Braycu or tus Loyat Sociat Desion Lopes D we Maycnester 
Unrry Sociery, 66, Wingfield st, Landport, P: Portemouth 


winding up, ge one 
Ww 


not later 





Oxtp anv Rang Fire Insurance Poxrcres, _ ) wanted to complete a 
oo alana by letter, to A. R. C., 76, Cheapside, London. — 
DVT. 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cuat. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Feb. 26. 
Giss, rage para ly Lady ain rd, Kentish — Vestry Clerk March 18 
mith v Issott, Keke 


Keni, Chartered Accountant ‘Accountant March 30 Hart v Hart, North, 


Hane, Bow ako, Datta 
Notratt, Cuarces, Rawtenstall, Lancs, Dentist April 1 Grime v Nuttall, Registrar, 


W. Joseru, Farnborough, —_ Licensed Victualler Apriliil Watts vy Bateman 
AT itekewich, J White, Chancery lane ~ ’ 
London Gasette.—Fuaipay, March 1. 


Wessrer, Wittiam, Farm Kirkby, Lancaster, Farmer. April 1. Webster v. Pickup 
Registrar, Liverpool. Grace & Smith, Liverpool 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day ov Ouaim. 
London Gasette.—Fatvar, Mar. 1. 
Aixce, Jane, Birmingham, Brewer March 25 Rollason, Birminghdm 
Bagtiert, Henry, Southend, Tobacconist April1 Woodward & Hood, Billiter st 
ee hed Cuar.es Burtoy, Newport, Salop, Esq April1s Emmet & Co, Blooms 


ieeiemae. 2 Rosamonp Sroxe, Northfleet March 27 Harries & Co, Coleman st 
Bucxxatt, Epwarp, Bristol, Licensed Victualler March 26 Bowles, Bristol 
Crarx, Epwarp, Strand, Architect March 26 Carthew & Wheeler, Gray’s inn 
Cottixetox, Heyry Aurrep, Greenwich, Accountant April25 Bristow, Greenwich 
Davewrort, Avaustus, Staines,Gent March30 Chapman, Stoke Newington 
Duperox, Witt1am Leion, Fenchurch st, Engineer April? Harvey, Fenchurch st 
Ewart, Hewny Larkins, Marylebone April13 Bolton & Co, Temple grins 
Fisuer, Sanaun, Bradford, Innkeeper April1 Gardiner & Jeffery, Bradford 
Futzer, Jouxy, Hammersmith March 31 D.wling, Winchester 
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Guz, Caantes, Sale, 0 shier March 12 Boyer & Co, Manchester 
Gover, Ricuarp, Crediton, Maltster April4 Sparkes & Co, Crediton 
Gaacz, Taouas Joszru, Rolvenden, Merchant March 27 Mace & Sons 


Haweins, Rev Munsuer Samvet, Bury 8t Edmunds March 30 Maples & Co, Freder- Bedford row 


ick’s pl, Old 


Keay, ALexaypes zx, Lordship Park March 21 Purchase, Queen Victoria st 


Ket, Mary Axx, Fulham March 31 Digby, Coleman st 


Lewis, Cauzs, Vauxhall grove, Potato Merchant April 6 Saunders & Co, Birmingham 
L 8, Hewry Avexaxper Sroryorp, Roehampton April 20 Tathams & Pym, 


Newrow, Heyny Joun, Old Broad st April6é Batchelor & Cousins, Walbrook 
Norais, Canouixs Mary, Tanbridge Wells April5 Walsh, Oxford 
Ossouse, Louisa, Newport,Mon Junel Davis & Lioyd, Newport, Mon 
Panxuvast, Jaues, Westfield, Wheelwright Feb 27 Saye & Colt, Hastings 
Parmenter, Isaac, Stowmarket, Gent March 29 Birkett & Ridley, Ipswich 


Raruvone, Tuomas, Hillmorton March 25 Seabroke 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London, Gaszette,—Faipay, March 8. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

Astoy, Duss, Coon Coephilly, Blacksmith Cardiff Pet 


Barter, James Steen, Dimaette e upon Tyne, Grocer New- 
: leupon Tyne Pet March 2 Ord March 2 


Barren, Isaac, Penzance, Watchmaker Truro Pet 
March5 Ord March 5 
Beecrort, Gores, Derby, Licensed Victualler Derby 
Pet March 6 Ord March 6 


siemens | ties Huddersfield, Boot Dealer Hudders- 
Bs x. ss nal F ~ Gi P 
BT, JOHN WARD, ,» Farmer joucester Pet 
B 2% 8 a Exnin Carpe Cambrid P 
LayDon, Sipyey, ing, nter Cambridge et 
c. J 4, Ona ‘Derb Li d me b 
AMP, JOHN NSFIBLD. y, Licensed Victual Derby 
Pet March 6 Ord March 6 
Cuarman, ALFRED ee, ‘Brockley Hizh Court Pet 
os a nella Tasl Mad 
Coorgn, Tuomas Epwanp, ey, Farmer eley Pet 
March 4 Ord Marchi ea 
Cuyrwinonam, Perse, 7 Gate, Baker High Court Pet 
March 4 Ord March 


Davies, WILLIAM, Grocer Wolverhamp- 
ton Feb 19 Ord March 5 

Doveuty, Jony Heyry, Gt Grimaby, Painter Gt Grimsby 
Pet March 4 Ord March 4 


Duttrox, Tuomas, Chester, Butcher Chester Pet March 
5 Ord March 5 


RS, Geonce, Wr Poulterer Canterb: 
Pet Match 6 Ord March aes J 
_.., Heyey Mutuiixe, -_ Row anno Bairey Sairu, 
Swansea, Ca! ufacturers Swansea Pet March 


5 Ord March 5 
Gissox, Witi1am, Cardiff, Draper Carmarthen Pet March 
6 Ord March 6 


Goprazy, Cuartes A, Finsbury pavement, Merchant 
Court Pet Jan 24 Ord March 1 
Harrisox, Witt1am Anrruvr, Southwell, Schoolmaster 
Nottingham Pet March 6 Ord March 6 


Hawxnziwoz, Ricuarp, Ripon, Farmer Northallerton 
Feb5 Ord March 


Hepecerawaits, Davin, Holmfirth, Saddler Huddersfield 
Pet March 5 Ord March 5 
Hetiyes, Aatuun Henny, 8th Shields, Pictura Dealer 
Newcastle on Pet March 6 Ord March 6 
Huuaus, Exsena, Clun, Salop, Farmer Leominster Pet 
21 March 6 
Jany, Witi1am, Manchester, Threatri 
chester Pet March 4 Ord March 4 
Jonzs, James Tuomas, Barrow in Furness, Fruiterer Ul- 
Pet March 5 Ord March 5 
Kxow.za, Axx, Sheffield, General Dealer Sheffield Pet 
March 6 sy 


Lawrence, y= ems wren: —¢ Victualler 


my 


Wnnsan ti wes, Mil ay Northam: 
see March 4 Ord March 4 sit 


Mors, fone. Tonbridce, ; rT uiterer Tunbr idge Wells 


Doss, W, Stepney, Boot _ High Court Pet 


Musenave, Ciara, Cardiff, Boot Dealer Cardiff | Pet 
March 4 Ord March 4 

Praace, Henny Samvew, Bristol, Butcher High Court 
Pet Jang Ord March 2 


Psoo, Wittiam, Halifax, Fish Salesman Halifax Pet 
March5 Ord March 5 


Perrixc, Henney, and Wittiam Groner Pennine, ere { 
sq, House Furnishers High Co Pet March 5 Ord 


a, fon ee Bedford, Music Dealer Bedford Pet 


March 5 
Runixson, sonra, Stanhope, Mineral Water Manufacturr 
Durham I’et March 6 Ord March 5 

Rovner, i Frrvericx, Notting Hill, Electrical 
Rosz, f Tro mg oo + meh 

BANK MAS, wee i ir- 

Pet March 6 March 6 
—— 


ae : Traveller Rochester 
Senate cas a Hes, Dairyman Ply- 
mouth sy Daromport 


Taman Sy Tugs am, Tunotall, Bot Dealer Hanley Pet Feb 
Silormen Waa ba Rockliff, Cumb, Farmer 
Pet March 5 Ord 


Ca March 5 
Turver, xs, acu ann, Preston, Book keeper Preston Pet , 


Sacre, CuarLorre Grove, Shareshill Vicarage, ar Wolverhampton June 21 


ymou 


Russ, Louisa Keturan, Collingbourne Dazis, Wilts 


Rovunp, Frepericx Wit.ise, St Albans, Esq March 16 Kingsford & Co, Exeter st 
Rorie, Margaret, Lytham April9 Ashworth & Inman, Manchester 


Ap-il 1 Darley & Cunboland, 


Hawken, 


Surrn, Eowrn Henry, Croydon, Esq April18 Cooper, Croydon 


Tuorxiey, Axx, Middleton 


Srananovuaut, Joseru, Seaforth, Solicitor March 20 Kelly, Liverpool 


April 13 Cobbett & Co, Manchester 


Toxer, Louis Cuanies Hesry, Silchester, Captain April15 Wynne & Son, Lincola’s 
inn fields 


Toxypex, Tuomas, Carshalton, Horsedealer March 28 Apps, Gray’s inn 

Trustove, Jouy, New Bilton, Gardener March 31 Granger Prior, Rugby 

Vanperxiste, Roverr Joux, Birkenhead, Gent April 14 Whitley & Co, Liverpool 
| Warp, Josern, Gorton, Engine Driver March 23 Orrell, Manchester 


Wormarp, Harry Wormatp, Hurstpierpoint, Esq April 8 Sismey & Sismey, Fleet st 


Wakes, Faepenick, Barrow in Furness, Plumber Uiver- | 
Pet March 5 Ord March 5 
Wiuuam Gronce, oe 

Pet March 5 Ord March 

Warp, Henry Tuoryrox, Chesterfield, Coal Merchant 

Chesterfield Pet March 6 Ord March 6 

beleriar Warrs, Chaxhill, Farmer Gloucester Pet March | 

Ord March 5 


Wissel Wits, Huddersfield, Wine Merchant 
Huddersfield Pet March 4 Ord March 4 


Waren, Carver 


| Wenwe, Luewetyy Matcoum, and Campser. Mouxracue 


Eowaxp Wrsxe, Lincoln’s inn fields, Solicitors High | 
Court Pet March 5 Ord March 5 


The ea =} amended notice is be 5 for that pub- 
lished in the London Gazette of March 1 :— 
Arxatt, Taomas, Redruth, Material Dealer Truro Pet 

Feb 16 Ord Feb 27 


ORDER RESCINDING RECEIVING ORDER AND 
ANNULLING ADJUDICATION. 
Hurr, Marx, Broadway, Stratford, Furniture Dealer 
Iligh Court Ree Ord Nov 28,1884 Adjud Dec 22, 1834 | 
Rescn & Annulmt March 2, 1895 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Arya, Tuomas, Redruth, Material Dealer March 15 at | 
11.30 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

Baxter, IniinawortH, and Dinan “ee Accrington, 
Pawnbrokers March 18 at 3.30 ff Rec, Ogden’s 
chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

Bewxett, Cuan.es, Bodmin, Tailor March 15 at 12 30 Off 
Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

Birt, Jouxs Eowarp, Dymock, Farmer March 16 at 12 Of | 
Rec, 15, King st, Gloucester 

Biaypow, Sipyey, Exning, Cai ter March 15 at1i2 Off 
Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge 


— yw South Wingfield —~ 4 March 15 at | 


12 Rec, 8t James’s chm’ 


Bown a ‘oe Rrewarp, Bewdley, _- = March 15 | 


at 2.15 GA Weston, Solicitor, Kidderminster 


Carro.y, Micnak., Hanley, P Provision agua March 18 at | 


12 Off Rec, Newcastle under L; 

Criark, Mary Janz, Matlock Bank, ork Butcher March 
15 at 2.30 Off Rec, St James chmbrs, Derby 

Creu, Harry, “=: Agent March 20 at 3.30 
Ogden’s chmbrs, st, Manchester 

Cusninouam, Peter, a Baker March 15 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Drury, Henry, venny, Fruit Dealer March 15 at 3 

of Ree, Notting ag a 

Durr, Emaa, Notti Dealer March 15 at 12 
Of Rec, St wns 8 ‘heen oe Nottingham 

Forp, Epwi, Southpool, — March 19 at 2. 30 610, 
Athenseum terrace, Piymou' 

Gricewoop, Frep Watain, oe cbse Pink, ass Ronieonpen 
March 18 at 11.30 Court house Northal 

Haycocks, Wituiam Hooper, Hi » Schonimaster 
March 18 at 11 23, Colmore row, Birmingha' 

Hevescerawaire, Davip, Holmfirth, Saddl2r Mareh 19 at 
8 Off Ree, 6, Queen st, Huddersfield 

Hewitt, Ouiv er, and James Bannister, Leeds, Boot 
Manufacturers 


March 18 at11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, 
Joux, Moncax, Swansea March 16 at 12 


Off Ree, 31, 

Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Joint, Witi1am, Swansea, Tailor March l5at12 Off Rec, 
$1, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Joyzs, Wu.susam Arruvur, Newport, Mon, Electiical En- 
gineer 15 at 12.30 Off Rec, Gloucester Bank 
chmbrs, Ne rt, Mon 

Kay, Wit.1am, Woodlesford, Butcher March 15 ati1l Of 
Re:, 6, Bond terrace, Wakefic1 1 

Kitrett, Curves, Temple, Turf Commission Agent 
March 18 at 11 Bankruptcy » Carey st 

sae waenee, Manchester ch 29 at 3 Ogden’« 


Hevyry, Bridgwa ter, Licensed Victualler 

15 at 11 Tamlen’g, High st, Bridgwater 

Neitp, James, Manchester, Joiner March 20 at 2.45 
Ogden’s chmbrs, st, Manchester 

Nose, Pamir, Newport, » Confectioner March 15 at 
12 Off Rec, Gloucester Bank chmbrs, Newport, Mon 

Peoo, Wittiam, Halifax, Fish Salesman March 15 at 11 
Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 

Puevey, — Epwarp, Bewdley, Saddler March 
15 at 2 Basil _— solicitor, Kidderminster 

Rappen, Eowarp, Pl , Blacksmith March 19 at 3 
10, Athenszeum 

Savuer, Anrnus Joux aanitee, rote, Grocer 

18 at 11.30 Court hense 
— yo ARD ~ we ae 8t er Ca + ae Builder March 


“Emer March 18 at 


Leeds 


LAWRENCE, 
March 


aon. even Taik o 
11. Ree, ie the Hl 


30 Off 


| Somes, Samuet Feraycis, * Fag 8 Pl, Menchant March 
| 15at11 Bankruptcy lags, Carey 
| West, CHARLES aur & awtry, Hunte, Blacksmith 


March 18at12 Law Courts, New rd, Peterborough 
| woop, Joaees, Homerton, Grocer March 20 at 12 ank. 
ruptey Carey st 
Woopueap, Waasam, Milnsbridge, Yorks, Wine Merchant 
March 18 at3 Off Rec, 6, Queen st, Huddersfield 
} Wryyvxe, Luewe._yn Macoum, and Campse.t. Mountacus 
| Epwarp Wrwxe, Lincoln’s inn fields, Solicitors March 
15 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Younse, Joynatuay Lewis, Walthamstow March 20 at il 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

Arusrroxc, Georos, Enfield, Horse D2aler 

Pet Feb 23 Ord March 4 

Bairey, Jamcs Sres., Newcastle on Tyne, Grocer New- 
castle on Tyne Pet March 2. Ord March 2 

Batter, Isaac, Penzance, Watchmaker Truro Pet Mar 
5 rd March 5 

Sayers Groner, re ee Victualler Derby 
Pet March 5 Ord Marc’ 

| Binuinaox, CHARLES, Huddersfield, Boot Dealer Hud- 


derstield Pet March 6 Ord March 6 
Birt, Joas Eowarp, Dymock, Farmer Gloucester Pe 
March 4 Ord March 4 


| Biscon, Henry Faeweexe, Greenford, Clerk — Holy 
rders Brentford Pet Jan15 Ord March 
peameee, Sipyey, maning, Carpenter Cambridge Pet 


Marc 
| Borrow, Eo Harp E, oi! China Dealer Canterbury 
Pet Jani8 Ord March 
| Broventoy, James Geeer, Calverley, Yorks, Grocer 
Bradford Pet Feb 25 Ord March 4 : 
Camp, Jouy Mansrievp, Derby, Licensed Victualler Derby 
et March 6 Ord March 6 
| Cuzmenrs, Rosert Grorcx, Dalston, Drug Merchant 
High Court Tet Feb4 Ord March 5 
| Copuey, Cuartes Epwarp, Forest Gate, Publican High 
Court Pet Jan 23 Ord March 5 
Coorgsr, fHomas Epwarp, Tasley, Farmer Madeley Pei 
March 4 O 


Edmonton 


Manchester Tet 


High Court 


March ‘ 
Cretus, Harry, Crumpsall, Agent 
March 1 Ord March 4 
Cuswinenam, Peter, Leytonstone, Baker 
Pet March 4 Ord March 4 , f 
Dovenry, Joun Henny, Gt Grimsby, Painter Gt Grimsby 
4 Ord March 4 


Pet } 
Fearurrse, Geonce, Folkestone, Poulterer Canterbury 
Pet March 2 Ord March 5 


Fuuver, Henry Mutua, and Rowianp Baier Sarre, 
Swansea, Cabinet Manufacturers Swansea Pet March 
5 Ord March 5 


Gissoy, WILLIAM, Cardiff, Draper Carmarthen Pet March 
6 Ord March 6 

Gittuam, Cuarves, and Tuomas Gitiuam, Reading, Plant 
Growers Reading Pet Feb 12 Ord March 4 

Hancocxs, Witu1am Hoorgr, Handsworth, Schoolmaster 
Birmingham Pet Feb15 Ord March 6 

Harzisox, Wiiu1am Artaur, Southwell, Schoolmaster 
Nottingham Pet Marché Ord March 6 

Hessierawalite, Davip, Holmfirth, Saddler Huddersfield 
Pet March 5 Ord March 5 

Mevtyer, Artave Henry, South Shields, Picture Dealer 
Newcastle on Tyne Vet March 6 Ord March 6 

Jany, Wittiam, Manchester, ‘iheatrical Manager Man 
chester Pet March 4 Ord March 4 

Jossox, Epwanrp, Neweastle on Tyne, Coal Exporter New- 
castle on Tyne Pet March1 Ord March 5 
Birmingham Pet Feb 23 Ord Mare’ 

Kwow tes, Ann, Sheffield, General Dealer Shetlield Pet 
March 5 Ord March 6 4 

Lawrence, Henry, Bridgwater, Licensed Victualler 
Bridgwater Pet March5 Ora March 5 ; 

Leasox, Anruur, Birmingham, Licensed Victu‘ller Bit 
mingham Pet Feb 25 Ord March 6 

Layyect, WILLIAM a Milton, Northants, Furmet ~ 

ortham 


Pet March 4 Ord March 4 


Feb6 Ord Feb9 
Nevo, Jamas, , Joiner Manchester 
23 Ord 


rch 4 
Peco, Wittiam, Halifax, Fish Salesman Halifax Pot 


March 5 Ord Marchi 


Pet Jaa 


‘eb 19 
me... yr BH Pereer Barrier, Friday st High Court 
Pet Feb7 Ord March 5 


Rickxetrs, James, Walsall, Baker Walsall 
Ord March 5 


Rosinsox, Josern, Stanhope, Mineral W «ter Manuface 
turer Durham Pet March5 Ord March 5 4 





Jorpas, AgTraur WIt.1am, oe, Brassfuunder 


ee Tuomas, Pontypridd, Quarryman Pontypdilill : 
‘et 


Pause, Maszy, and A.rvaep Paiiirs, Poole, Groce © 
Pet Feb 19 Ord March 4 B 


PA Feb 3i : 


Rye 





eae 


AAG RS 


r) 
zs 


of chvtxtatote 


Hf 
F re wert 


5 








sad, 


Ken, 


arch 
mith 
ank- 


hant 


larch 


msby 
rbury 


MITH, 
arch 


March 
Plant 
naster 
nastier 
rsfield 
Dealer 
Man- 
News 
under 
l Pet 
jualler 

Bir- 
armer 
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x Pot 
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Court 
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Ro Frepenicx fous, Chiswick, Draper Brentford 
‘Bet Feb 35 Ord 8t Hel ge A 
AMUEL NCIS, len’s pl, o 

i Pet Feb 28 Ord March s 

Groves, Jou, <)> Traveller Rochester 

8 nae Weesce F eag _ ae rt, Ply- 
POE at teach 4 Ord tao Dairyman Ply 


mou 
Tay.or, Harry reas 18, pod Licensed Victualler 
Guildford P Ord March 5 


—s 

Parsee, sane F my Dealer Hanley Pet 
Feb 28 ‘thane 

TopHUNTER, yb Wise, Rockliff, Cumb, Farmer 
Carlisle’ Pet March 5 Ord March 5 

Turner, Ricuarp, Preston, Book keeper Preston Pet 
March 4 Ord March 4 

Warp, Henazy Tuornron, Chesterfield, Se Merchant 
Chesterfield 


dna Ord Mare 
Weu15, Faxvy, Grocer Yok. Pet Feb 19 


Wexcs, Wuirs, Chaxhill, Farmer Gloucester Pet March 
5 Ord March 5 


London Gasette.—Turspay, March 12. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Autes, J Fenwick, Widnes Liverpool Pet Jan 30 Ord 
Mar 7 


Asuworts, Epwix Tuomas, Manchester Manchester 
Pet March 9 Ord March 


9 

Baptey, Witt1am Duckirt, Holme Hale, Farmer King’s 
Li Pet Feb 15 Ord March 

Batt, Taomas, Chudleigh, Builder Exeter Pet March 7 
Ord March 7 


Bartietr, Witt1aM, Paignton, Farmer Plymouth Pet 
March 8 Ord March 8 

Bet, Geonce Axsert, Landport, Printer Portsmouth 
Pet March7 Ord 


March 7 


Bryxon, Henry, Swansea, Master Mariner Swansea Pet 
March 7 Ord March 7 


Cuivers, Jony, and Roszrar wits Tottington, 
Farmers Norwich Pet March @ Ord March 9 

Cuarxe, Bernarp, Birmingham Birmingham Pet March 
7 Ord March 7 


Cuarke, James, Purton, China Dealer Swindon Pet Feb 
21 Ord March 7 

Farrsanx, Epwarp, Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet 
March 8 Ord M 


Fisnex, James Eomunp, Carditf, Coke Merchant Cardiff 
Pet Feb 15 Ord March 7 
Firt, aE ee w, Gahewe, Grocer High Court Pet Feb 12 


Forp, ArTauR | Leicester, Baker Leicester Pet 
March 9 Ord March 9 

Garpixer, Joun D, Bermondsey, Haulier High Court 
Pet Feb5 Ord March 8 

Gites, Wa.Ten, Kingston ja Poulterer Kingston, 
Surrey Pet Feb7 Ord March 8 

Hawvs, Bexsamin, Shoreditch, Linen Draper High Court 
Pet March 7 Ord March 7 

Jacoss, Henry Lewis, Edgware rd, Merchant Tailor 
~~ Court Pet Feb12 Ord March 8 

Jones, Davip, Swansea, Carpenter Swansea Pet March 
7 Ord March 7 


Jones, Epuunp, Aberdare, Grocer Pontypridd Pet March 
K ! pet ek Li 1, Hosi li Pet 
ent, Joun Carvin, Liverpool, Hosier verpool 
Feb 22 Ord March 7 


Lawsox, Joun Nicnovas, Easington, Durham, Farmer 
Sunderland Pet March8 Ord March 8 

Lowe, Wiii1am Cuarvzs, Hungerford, Licensed Victualler 
Shrewsb 5 Blackbura, B 7 Ord March 7 

kaue, Tanne, Oe burn, Butcher Blackburn Pet March 


Bea Mawch 8 Bensamin, Nailsworth Gloucester 
Pet March 8 Ord March 8 

Misse.pinse, Tuomas, Middlesborough, Printer Stockton 

ig Ry 
RGAN, TALIESIN ype rocer Pontypri 
March 7 Ord March 

Motiow, Jossra ‘ions, and Berr Moriow, Bilston, 
Staffs, Galvanizers Wolverhampton Pet’ March 8 


March 

Moutp, Jonny Fietcusr, Pewsey, Seed Merchants Swindon 
Pet March 8 Ord March 8 

Oneay, som, Hawker Hereford Pet March8 Ord 
March 8 

Pexsinctron, Witi1Am, Thirsk, Grocer Northallerton Pet 
March 6 Ord March 6 

PsenyMan, can James, Hampton Hill, Coal Merchant 

urrey Pet Febi4 Ord Mar 7 

Pairs, THEODORE Vicror, Brixton, - Clerk 
High Court Pet March9 Ord March 9 

= Joux, and Watrsr Powres, Bath, Auctioneers 

P J ra Mao ag Gent Brighton Pet 

'08NO, ost URBICE, 

Moreh 9 Ord March 9 


on pH... Gzorex, Guildford, Coal Merchant 

Bo. ag a = Ord March 9 Mites Pea 
autos, gous, Sagem Beerhouse Keeper 

eee J Engine Dri Bi ham Pet 
HFORD, JOHN, river Birming 
March 9 Ona March 9 

ey > Aznruun Heyry, Wakefield, Grocer Wakefield 

8 


Feb 25 Ord March 

Roves, Evas, Reading, Labourer Reading Pet March 7 

Snort, Cuanzs, 7 
= +, Penzance, Grocer Truro Pet March 


Surrn, Danie. Norman Wittovensy, Margate, 
house Keeper Canterbury Pet March’ 9 Ord 


9 
Surrn, Waiter Tuomas, Bt Leeds Pet 
. is 2% poms, orsekeeper 
arene ARLES, Strand, Financial Agent High Court 
r Pet Feb 7 Ord Bay td x 
ay ZORGE, ent, Farmer 
E- ae eee ae = Canterbury 


et 
Tsomsox, ALY: Row, Eiute ‘Agu High Court Pet 
Feb 13 Ord March 7 


Turwer, Fasperic, Etwall Derby Pet March 7 Ord 
W Agrnvur F Bromsgrove, Farmer orcester 
wee March 9 “Ord March ‘git a Nie oe 
we, ae Den, Seeged, Duger verpool 

bee — gt Builth, Innkeeper Newtown Pet 


The following amended notice is substituted for that pub- 
B T wg tng he RAR Leeds Pet 
nowy, THomas, 

where Ord Feb 1 


et ae is substituted for that pub- 
@ aes Gertie 6 eee $ 
sone ieee’ Bourton on 4 
Cheltenham Pet 1 





FIRST MEETINGS. 
— Jens Suen iy, owrenatie on Tyne, G March 
Banbeayy Pic tee on Tyne, at 3 
chmbrs, Queen st, Oldham 
Watchmaker March 19 at 11.30 
B Ros Wa Wace ah March 20 at 3 
ECKETT, ERT by! eg 
Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 
Bexcrort, Groras, Sy -y Se ny  ~ 4 March 19 
at 11.30 Off Rec, St James’s chm, Derby. 
a Cuan.es, Hi March 


Off Rec, 6, Queen st, Huddersfield 
iano eoeie Faeweex: 


96, 
ees | Osavian OLpHam, Auctioneer March 
19at11 Off Rec, Bank Pe mag too st, Oldham 
aatem S oa Cousin Geet Cheltenham, Bookbinder March 


Bargan Ta eae 


B Ros Chester, Timber Merchant March 21 at 
URDEN, ERT, 

2.30 chmbrs, Chester 
Camp, Joun Mansrig.p, Derby, — March 


Cuiemsox, Jonny, March 20 at 12 


23, 
Coremay, Jony, nts, Kettering, March 20 at 12.30 
County orthampton 


Coorer, _ Sawn oe Tasley, Farmer March 19 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 
Durrox, Tuomas, "Chester, Butcher March 21 at 12.45 
Chester 


19 at 11 Off Rec, St James’ ee ‘hake 
> ~ 
ee, Retest 


HUR, Sey ene, Merchant 
Bankruptcy bl Carey st 
Harrison, Winttam ArrTHuR, well, 

March 19 at 12 Off Rec, St Peter’s Church walk, 


Hanrais, Cizoras, Merthyr phic Artist 
ati2 Of Rec, x 
Harvey, Lorrvus, Lewisham, Licensed Victualler March 
20 at 2.30 Bankru st 
Hazevtine, CHARLES, rd, March 
22 at 12 st 
es to Ogden’ cant Bridge st, ter 
: 
Licensed Victualler 


Kersnaw, Marr as 
March 21 at 3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Queen st, 
Lawaexce, Witi1am, 


, Licensed Victualler 
March 20 at 11.30" on Rec, Wi 
last. ee Licensed Victualler March 


Law, Wuusan, Morte Tal, Draper March 20 at 3 


Mius, Aw Tcveaete, Usbeleteur March 21 at 3 

mt as, Bt, Manor row, Br April 3 at 3 Off Ree, 11 

EN, 9 Ady 
st, Carmarthen 


Panisa, Witt1am, Leeds, Hay Dealer March 20at11 Off 
Park row, Leeds 
er | y Samvust, Bristol, Butcher March 19 at 


Pereine, Henry, 
sq, 


st 
Paurrs, Mary, and Auresp Pau.irs, Poole, Grocers 
March 19 at 12 30 Off Rec, 
March i9 at 12 Bankruptcy b Carey st x 
Reeve, Sone Se es 5 st March 20 at 


Wi P. . 
—. — craina, Fitzroy 








Spores, Joun wesend, Commercial Traveller March 25 
at 11.30 On Reo, 149, High st, Ra 
Srvusss, Tuomas, Sunderland, March 19 at 3 Off 
e Rec, 26, John st, Sunderland ine 
AY Tuomas, Boot Dealer March 
Oi tee, Newcastle under Lyme es 
Tuomas, Ricnarp Jo Glynceiriog, Grocer March 
Sulina aa Rockliff, Cumb, Farmer 
March 20 at 2.30 Off Ree, 29, Lowther st, Os 
™“* rs March 22 at4 Off Rec, 


Ww. ansn‘ Gnision, toni, Cuslebinns March 21 ll on 
7 dies, Tonarory” Oh _ 
Coal Merchant 


Warp, a 
March 20 
Wu cat tors March 21 at 2.90 Bank- 
wees oe » Gubagend, Cont Merchant March 
Bridge 
Waicnut, Tuomas, Tatton Painter March 21 at 12.30 
chmbrs, Chester 


Walaaron, fom Soahbury, Parmer March 20 at 12 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Asnamaagn, Geet, Tees Maw Cenger 1 “ 
Auntvonra, Howin Ton ‘ a EES 
WIN 
‘ March 9 ——— 
A Auyrep A ‘rufnell Park, Provision Dealer 
= t? Court Pet Fob 7 Ord March 7 
Batt, T ass C Builder Exeter Pet March 7 
B Grone “a Landport, Printer Portsmouth 
“Bet March 7 Ord March 8 
Roca Eee Hiren, Swanset, Master Mariner Swansea Pet 
March 7 Ord March 
Bureat, ee te ee Boot Manufacturer Plymouth 


WME eee R: Corn Miller’s Traveller York 
Pet Feb 


Baovoutos, Mary Aw. s angy | AEC Shrewsbury Pet 


Feb? Ord March 8 
D Ling CoS ees Wol 
AVI TLLL 

ton’ Pet Feb'18 Ord March 9 pesos 
Derren, Suoges, Ca, Seamer Chester Pet March 5 


Dysox, James, Manchester, Muslin 
‘ chester | Pot Fob 5 Ord March 8 
AIRBANK, WARD, 
March Ord 
we ip: * pepecowsolieenesedbend 
8 


Ord March 9 
Fee, eh ee yeh Yet March 1 Ord 


Goprraey, Cuarites Arruur, Merchant 

High Court Pet Jan 24 .OdMed te 
Hanps, Bexsamin, Bethnal Green 
zevTing, Cua: Greengrocer High 
Jonns, D. hig? = 

On |AVID, 
oy Xe Conpanter | 
— ee ee Seen Pee 
Wiis ous, Hungerford, Licensed Victualler 
ury 








Lu» Bisckbara, | Butcher Blackburn Pet 
“March s Ord Monk 

Manrmoyr, Bk Gloucester Pet 
March 7 Ord March 8 


Moneax, T. 

pa Sasanees, Fessypead, Grocer Pontypridd Pet 

Onags, Soun, Mawter Hereford Pet March 8 Ord 

Pexyinotos, Wits La yp Grocer Northallerton 
Pet March 6 Ord 


—— Heyry, and Waa i Fie me er | 


Ronixsox, Jous, Lapland, Beerhouse Keeper Bolton Pet 
Rove. Sees Labourer Reading Pet March 7 
San ee eet, Comet, Sas Oxford Pet Feb 20 
Sacer, Cuasies, Pensance, Grocer Truro Pet March 7 
me ‘iienee, Siete; Metiitaeees Leeds 

9 a BY, Bangor Pet 
Tarron, Gagner, Gt Chart, Kent, Farmer Canterbury 





oe Ord March 8 ane ; 
nxer, Faevenic, Etwall, Clerk Derby March 
w Ord March 7 
AL’ ILLIAM Carver 
Worthampton Pet March © On) March 0” 
Wess, Agruus Worcester 


Wi 
The following Mmmended motion is subationted tor that 
pans Pray ny pale yd ree 5 = gd on 
Feb 1 Ord Feb 1 
Siu, 
ee ey a) 





March 20.—Messrs. & Casse.t, at 
the Mart, BC. at 9 aero 
adverdaemeat, Feb 3p ; ® p. 208; Merch 





ner rm Reco Pe Sst 



















THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 


March 16, 1895." 





SOLICITORS’ 





INSTITUTED 1858. 


BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. | 


For the Relief of Poor and Necessitous Solicitors and Proctors in England and Wales, 


and their Wives, Widows, and Families. 





The Szeventy-Fourrx Haur-Yearty Genzrat Mextinc of the Members of this Association will be. held at Taz 


Law Institution, Cuancery Lanz, Lonpon, 


on Wepnespay, Marcu 20th, at 


Two o’ctock p.m., to receive from the 


Board their Half-Yearly Report (with a statement of Accounts for the financial year ending December 31st, 1894), and for the 


transaction of other general business. 


Mz. Jonn Hunter (London) will move that certain alterations be made in Rules 4, 8, 9, 10, 16, 17, and 19, of a 


notice has been given. 


Y ‘9, Olifford’s-inn, London, E.C., Fobrensy.. 18th, 


1895. 


JAMES THOMAS SCOTT, Seoretary. 








SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1805. 
ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 


per BALE & BRIDGEWATER to annou 
Suburban, and te eons Baal re Fs Town, 
ouses, 
Land, Ground- Ad 


Rents, a 
vowsons, 

rw and other Properties will be held at the 
ON MART, , near 

England, in the City of London, as follows :— 


the Bank o' 
Tues., 19 
Tues., 


Tues., 

Tues., April 9 
Tues., April 23 
Tues., 

Tues., May 7 

Tues, May 14 


ean also be held on other 
Tewson, 
Valuations 


tape, in wen or country. 
Farmer, & 
Pictures, 


Messrs. 

a ae Sales and 
for Probate and seoee geepeees, of Furniture 
Farming Stock, ag Rare 
DETAILED LISTS oF INV Estates, 

, and Business Pre- 
nises to be Let or d by private contract are = 5 
ng hls 


caine Tewson, Farmer, Brida A 0 Batate Agents, 
, te, 
jurveyors acd ‘Valuers. 80, Chea: Chesgaile, Lenton, ES. 


phone No. 1. 1508 
SALE AP APPOINTMENTS FOR 1895. 
ESTABLISHED 1843. 
ESSRS. H. E. FOSTER & CRANFIELD 


A varr By ay wg en By 
PERIODICAL SALES on the first Thursday in each 
month 

yard, E.C 








the year, at the MART, Tokenhouse- 
te Ine 8 (Absolute and Contingent 
and Annuities. - 


Seater... and 
Bales of Estates, Town and Country Houses, Building 
Premises, 


Investments, Ground-rents, Business &e. 
will 4-1 held id every month. The following are the dates 


July 4. 
July 17. 
August 1. 
August 14. | 
September 5. 
and purchasers are invited to ene with 
the ye vend 6, Poultry, London, E. 


ME=*S88. = qnocan 600. 101, , Park- 
diaeeh, Grobvencs-equare, beg to call the cttention of 


June 19. | 











To EXECUTORS. —VALUATIONS. 


"AUCTION SALES AT DEPTFORD, WOOLWICG, 
LONDON, AND ELSEWHERE. 
ESSRS. HARDS & BRADLY, Auc- 
tioneers, Estate Agents, and Valuers, hold Periodical 
SALES at the “DOVER CASTLE,” DEPTFORD; 
WOOLWICH ; at the MART, CITY, and elsewhere, 
Messrs. Hards & Bradly, who also undertake Rent 
Collections, Surveys and Valuations for all purposes 
will be pleased to quote terms for the Sale of Properties 
intended to be submitted to Public Auction or otherwise. 
— Offices: Greenwich and 158, Fenchurch-street, E.( E. Cc. 


JPREEHOLD INVESTMENT (best p part of 
FULHAM).—Reliable ae income of £550 (after 
derived from a com 


all rates and taxes are 
= Ban without basements; | 


Estate of 21 two-floor Mi. 
been erected 3 years; all well let at 12s. per week ; 

route from Walham Green to Hammersmith Broadway, 

and close to four stations on the Metropolitan line ; drains 

ome roads — over; established position, and 
ouses always occupi ice ” £6,930, payin Lf 

cent. — Particulars of Farsno.per, 60, 5 Berne tele 


ro MORTGAGEES, SOLICITORS, | &o.— 
An old-established Firm of oF. rey te 

to include suitable their Sales at "he 

art free of expense should no sale oie effected.— Write 

” | gapentes,” care of Bates, Hendy, & Co., 37, Walbrook, 


r hag phen neg iy Hy ba erg of Devereux- 
and General 6 “ee 








in Farming, Stock, 
Pare to under North 
pared a 
Se ere 7 eee = 
Bo! 


Foy “(w ——, & 


Far nn - the P — 
for | Ey as EN 
Alirom, “Govustt, ‘= & Co., Leadenhall- 


street, Lo 
— Wanted, Energetic Sate cae of | 


LAE ee 
Ch ic in London 
oven all ing ait Sppointaen drawing drawing tee, experienc, 
writ 8, — \ 
and —y 7 cade to tn Me eet "By 


{CLAIR TYPEWRITING OFFICE.” — 
All kinds of 

attention rr) "> 
Granville House. 





sastcea 


recamee Orricss, 
Strand, W.C. 


FOUR and FOUR-AND-4-HALF PER CENT. DEBEN- 


ATIONAL MORTGAGE and AGENCY 
COMPANY of NEW ZEALAND (Limited). 
Chairman—H. R. GRENFELL, Esq. 
Subscribed Capital, £1,000,000, in 100,000 shares of £10 each 
heeos £150,000. Further Called, aoa 





R & SONS | the Bonds 


CHANCELLO 
watestahe VALUATIONS for Probate and all 





+ of Association the issue of Debentures is 
Sen rete rt 
and full information may be obtained frow 


‘the Manager, 8, Great Winchester-street, 





THE LONDON BUILDING ACT, 1804 


Vier. Ca CaP. ccxu.). 


THE TRIBUNAL, 0 oF APPEAL. 
The Office of the Tribunal is o Ho. 18a, Coent Goma 
Ww between 1 and 
4pm. The are to be followed fa 
cases of A under Section 
184, can be 


March 1ith, 1895. 


ARISH of ST. JOHN, HAMPSTEAD. 
CLERK TO THE GUARDIANS. 
The Guardians of the Poor invite peaks et sy for 
the ap above Fat iged pe ong at an vrergtoy %. any 
e intment werner thee su e 
Candidates must t be ment Hoard. petent to discharge 
Candidates m com 
fas ee Clerk by the orders of the Local _ 
He will be required to give a 





oe duties 


accompanied by recent testimonials, to be 
these ji 


of the Board at 
for tho hupslateeeh 
— 1895. 


Guardians’ Offices, weatttos ey = wee 
2ard February, 1895. 1 MERWE 





REVERSIONS. 
LAY REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY (Limited). 


24, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, W.C. 


nnn ee ae Esq., Qn. 
ZPUTY-“_HAIRMAN — JOHN LEBK . 
REVERSIONS and Life Interests ped, 2° 


Rei eal Annuities in for « 
ene exchange 
OANB suey alos be singe tat 


orms of Proposal, and all further in-.- | 


Prospectuses and 
fortanticn may be bod et the thee, A 


C. B. CLABON, Secretary. 


THE PROVIDENT CLERKS’ & GENERAL GUARANTEE. 
ASSOCIATION, LIMITED. 
CAPITAL £100,000. 
BONDS for TRUSTEHS 





The above 





EDE AND 808, 


ROBE ASE MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOIstTuErT 
To Her the Lord ; 
eee eel 

ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS: 
SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
and Gowns for Registrars, 
and Clerks of the Peace. _ 
_, | Corporation Laker, Tntowretiyand Clergy Goemeiy 

ESTABLISHED 1689. 


$4, CHANCERY LANE, LONDOM, — 


Law Town : 


and LIQUIDATORS in 
VERNMENT or Commercial - 








